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E Controverſy with Mr. Wool- 
FR EW ſton on the Subject of our Saviour s 
Miracles, baving been already un- 
(ertaten by a v very * Eminent and ; 
wy any Inter poſition from a private 
— ir, ma t lite Preſumption. 
His Leg J am perſuaded, will be ſo fur — 
taking offence, that he will be pleaſed, on this oc- 
caſion, to ſee the proper Evigences of a Concern 
for the comman Faith, from what Quarter ſocver 
they come; and will not think it a Diſparagement tq 
bis Undertaking if it be preſumed, that Performan- 
ces of a great deal leſs account than his own, ma 
have their uſe. Mr. W. has in all bis late Mri- 
lings ſhewn a great Contempt of the Clergy ; and 
bad this been all, it might and would have been 
borne with. But "when the Queſtion comes to affet? 
the Truth of the Goſpel, it is every — s Right, 
and every Man's Duty, to conſider his O en, 
and to offer bis Thou 12 to the Publick, 7 o far as 
be thinks himſelf pow. 7 of advancing any thing, 
which may belp to ſet theſe Matters in 4 true and 
proper Light. 
It is grown to be ſo fe faſhionable a thing for every 
Writer Poth i in Divinity and in Politicks; to afſume 
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to himſelf an unbounded Licence to write what he 
pleaſes, that I marvel not that this Gentleman, 
tho bad ſo many offenſive things to ſay,” ſhould flee 
to the common Refuge in Juch Caſes, and be ws 

angry at thoſe who ſhould ſuggeſt, that the Mags 
ſtrate has any right to interpoſe in ſuch Queſtion; 
as theſe. I will have 0 diſpute with Mr. W. 
upon this Point, which lies at preſent before other 
Judges. If you will beligve him in what he often 
ſays, Reaſon and Argument is all he wants: tho 
if you will judge from what he writes, he means 
nothing leſs; f which, ſetting aſide his-tudierous 
way of treating the moſt ſerious things, (which i 
choquing to all who do not come to the ding of 
bis Books wilh the ſame Spirit with which he Trot 
them) this is ſufficient Proof, that be has never 
yet vouchſafed a proper Anſwer to any one H#Titer 
who has appeared againſt him, nor, ſo far as we 
can judge at preſent, ever intends to do it. In bis 
laſt Piece, which is profeſſedly written againſt the 
Biſhop of St. David's, he amuſes his Readers with ge- 
neral Harangnes, and Digreſſions into Subjects whieh 
have no relation to the main Controverſy; but 
enters into no Point, nor (as he himſelf confeſſes) 
fo much as attempts to defend himſelf on any 
one Miracle. Since this is the Caſe, the World, 
J ſuppoſe, will readily acquit his Lordſhip, if be 
ſhould never think it worth his while to enter ino 
the Particulars of it. But the Reaſon he gives for 
not defending bimſelf is well worth notice, namely, 
that as he cannot do this without writing in the 
ſame Style and Strain for which he is proſecuted, 
ſo he will do nothing that may be interpreted 
as an Act in Defiance and Contempt of the Power 
of the Civil Magiſtrate 3 which is ſo ſorry a Pre- 
tence, that, I think, even Mr. W. himſelf could 
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ot hope that it ſhould paſs with the moſt unwary 
Reader. He is proſecuted, he tells us, for the Style 
and Strain of his Writings, that is, I ſuppoſe, for 
burleſquing and ridiculing the Miracles of our 
Bleſſed Saviour. Now becauſe, it feems, when- 
ever be undertakes his own Defence, he cannot 
do it without writing in the ſame Style and Strain, 
therefore he declines it for the preſent, leſt it 
ſhould be interpreted as an Af of Defiance to Civil 
Authority. Who does not ſee here that Mr. W. 
prevaricates * He takes notice himſelf, that be 
publiſhed two Diſcourſes after the Commence- 
ment of the Proſecution, which all the World 
knows are written in the ſame Style and Strain; 
and if any one can be ſo weak as to believe him 
in what he ſays in excuſe for it, namely, that 
be thought his Proſecutors were in jeſt, yet, now 
at leaſt, he ſeems convinced that they are in 
And yet in this very Book be writes in the fame 
Style and Strain as before, or worſe, if it were 
poſſible z and declares, that if ha ſurvives the Pro- 
ſecution, and eſcapes with Life and Liberty, he 
will go on to do ſo, in ſpite of any Diſcouragement 
that our Laws can give; which plainly ſhews, 
that, not a Regard to Civil Authority is the true 
Reaſon of his declining to enter into the Defence of 
bis Cauſe, but ſomething elſe which was not to be. 
ſpoke out. Surely Mr. W. might have ibougbt it 
as ſafe to have anſwered the Biſhop of St. David's, 
and the reſt of bis Oppoſers, if he could have done 
it, as to go on in abuſing bem; nor need be 
bave fear'd à more beavy Sentence for offering a 
juſt and a reaſonable Apology for himſelf, if be 
knew that he bad a juſt Apology to offer. I con- 
feſs there are a great many of the Opinion, that 
be deſcrves chaſtiſement for his I- manners; but 
I hope there are very few who wenld have him ſe- 
3 verely 


DL vi J 


verely treated merely for his Infidelity : and unden 
what edions Colours ſocver be may think fit 10 re- if 
preſent the Engliſh Clergy, I wil! anſwer for ſome enou 
of them, that they are not afraid to follow bim 1 bis 
tbe ver) bottom of this Queſtion, whenever bs very 
has any thing to offer that is fit for a Chriſtian mina 
to bear. | »W ©/u 
It is amazing to conſider with how much Cons may 
fidence this Writer challenges all the World to a I #0 
Diſpute, in which the Whole of Religion lies at good 
ſtake, whilſt, ut the ſame time, he gives the bapp 
ſtrongeſt Intim 2tions poſſible, that he never meant vel 
to enter into tuis Print with the Spirit and Condufl the L 
of a ſaber Inquirir after Truth, He tells us, that lingn 
if our Biſho7 were any thing Heroical, they Vom 
would ſtop th. Proſecution, and let the Contro- Cau/: 
verſy take it free courſe. How much it may If 
be in the power of any of our Biſhops to put @ flop do ji 
10 this Proſecution, I do not know, nor do I think 
it material to enquire. But why muſt the Pro- St, D 
ſecution be ſtopt? Why, if the Gentleman has a wort 
honeſt meaning, he muſt ſay, that there may k lo me 
room for free Debate, and that the Arguments on 
both fides may be fairly conſidered. Very well. Li u 
And does Mr. W. mean to undertake the part of 4 u. 
a fair Diſputant, in caſe this Liberty ſhould be ſoe ver 
granted bim? By no means; for you have already diciou 
ſeen that he cAnnoT write but in the ſame Style lificat 
and Strain; and at the Cloſe of bis Book be jay Out t 
Nang, that + notwithſtanding what the Biſhop 450ſ 
as written in Vindication of Jeſus's Miracles, loudly 
the literal Story of them, by the leave of God gu 
and of the Civil Magiſtrate, ſhall be afreſh at- #9912 
tack*d, and perhaps with wore RiprcuLs tha Med 

| he uſed before. Reaſon is one thing; Ridicule i bat 
another: So that what the Gentleman modeſtly il * 4 
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wiſhes for is this, that the Civil Magiſtrate would 
fit by is bear, not whether Mr. W. is able to ju- 
i himſelf by Reaſon, but whether be has Wit 
enough to laugh Religion out of countenance. If 
this be the Magiſtrate's Province, I think be bas 
very little to do. But Mr. W. fbould be ut in 
mind, that (bis Cauſe gains no credit by truſting 
to ſuch Artifices as theſe. Whatever his Dowbis 
may be, there is certainly a way of propoſing them 
to the Publick, that is conſiſtent with Decency and 
good Senſe z and ſince he, it ſeems, is under ſo un- 
happy a Fatality, that he CANNOT write twoffe- 
ſroely, he ſhould be taught the Diſcretion to leave 
the Diſpute to ſomebody that can. But bis umwil- 
lingneſs to do it, can, in my apprehenſion, proceed 
from nothing elſe than a ſecret Convittion, that his 
Cauſe will not ſtand a fair Tryal. 

If Mr. W. had been under any Inclination {0 
do juſtice to the Argument be has enter d upon, 
there were ſeveral Treatiſes previous to the Biſhop of 
St. David's, which he would certainly have thoug /t 
worth his notice, Among the reſt Iwill take leave 
to mention, in the firſt place, The Tryal of the 
Witneſſes of the Reſurrection of Jeſus ; a Trea- 
tiſe which has gain'd an univerſal eſteem amon 
all who read with Underſtanding. To what hand 
ſoever it is that the Publick is obliged for this ju- 
dicious Performance, he has certainly all the Qua- 
lifcations of a fair Adverſary. Here is no crying 
out to the Civil Magiſtrate for help : none of 
thoſe Calumnys and Slanders which Mr. W. fo 
loudly, and ſo unreaſanably complains of. Here is 
Argument for him, and nothing but Argument, in 
which there is this Circumſtance that muſt recom- 
mend it to Mr. W. as it does to every body elſe, 
that the Objeftions on the fide of Infidelity are ſet 
in a much ſtronger Light than that G * an 

FEY 8 _ 


— — — 8 
" — — 
— — — — 3 
- = — 
8 —— 
Fa — IS 
— — — 
Pe 


EC ws” + AS + 4.- o * 
—— — 


_ — K — 2 * - o 
-- i 8 - \ 


— — 


254 rn Wo — 
* —_—_— A „ TOS 


— x 
3 


* 


— ——ͤ — y 2 _ 
k * — ——_—_— 8 . w! ̃ uw — ! . ̃d .. — - —— — — „— - — — —— 
2 wary — — — — — - 4 : _ 0 2 — at n 2 : — : 
way —_— * — ——_— — I — 
— ä — 
= . F%. "4.2 L * —— —_ 1 
n 5. * = — 4 = = ® 


— 


C viii J 
knew bow to put them himſelf. And yet this Book 
though publiſhed many Months ago, very ſoon after 
bis ſixth Diſcourſe made its appearance, has lain by 
neglected, and not one Word of notice taken of it till 
now And what does Mr. W. ſay to it now? 
Why, that * the Author of this Treatiſe is a 
Friend to his Objections againſt Fe/us's Reſur- 
rection, which he has fairly ſtated, but is fo far 
from fully confuting ALL of them, that he dif: 
covers a Conſciouſneſs here and there that they 
are unanfwerable. By the way, here is a pretty 
Plain Confeſſion, that there ar? SOME of his Ob- 
jections which the Author of this Treatiſe has fully 
conſuled; and it would have been ſome & atisf attjan 
if Mr. W. would have told us which they are, in 
his Opinion, that he has not fully confuted. But 
this is of no great conſequence ; becauſe, upon the 
whole, he tells us, that there is very little in this 
Treatiſe to make it reputed a ſuſficient Anſwer 
to his Objections, excepting the Verdict of the 
Jury. Is it not viſible to the whole World, that 
this Writer diſdains Io debate the Queſtion fairly 
with any body, and means to ſupport” his Cauſe 
merely by dint of Aſſurance ? Has he written one 
ſingle Page to ſhew that there is any appearanct 
of Truth in what he ſays? Not one. Has he | 
much as refer” d his Readers to the particular Paſ- 
ſages in that Treatiſe, where the Author has diſco- 
vered this Conſciouſneſs, that his Oljections are un. 
anſwerable ? Nor this, nar any thing has he ſail 
to fhew, that be ever intends it. He tells us in- 
deed of F a Vindication which he once drew up, F": 
and which he ſtill hopes for an Opportunity to EA 
publiſh, at /ome time or other. And what is ht ad be 
{o prove in this Vindication ? © My, it ſz-ms, that 
Biſbop Sherlock is not the Author of this Treatiſe. y Cz 
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What 4s it, Sir, 20 you, or to your ir Cauſe, who is the 
Author of ihis Treatiſe * if 1 FI foould prove, that 
Mr. W. is not the Autbor of the Books lately pub- 
liſhed under bis Name, but that ſomebody wrote 
them for bim, 2 F the nearer? The Ob- 
jeftions will be juft the fame, neither better nor 
worſe, And ſo will the — to theſe Objections 
far be, whether Biſbop Sherlock wrote them or not. 
dif: I No doubt if Mr. W. could have proved the Author 
hey of this Treatiſe to be of his ſide, he would have done 
ity lang before now, as knowing that it would have 
ON been mare to bis purpoſe, than finding fauli with De- 
uh dcations: And iu that caſe tis natural to ſuproſe, 
jon bat he would hade been glad ubal the World ſhould 
„in; believe that Author to be Biſhop Sherlock, that the 
But Mereatnefs of his Name might add glory to bis Triumphs. 
, the But be knows he faliiys and his Cowardiſe betrays 
this bin. If be denys it, it will be expefted that be 


ſwer Neives a reaſon for it, by ſhewing that this Wri- 
the er bas not anſwered his Gen,. Whenever he 


that will undertake this Point, whether fairly or unfair- 
airly by, ſomebody will be at leiſure io ſee how well he 
"uf rr forms it; to which Mr. W. has this Encourage- 


ment, that if he gets the better in this Debate, and 
-ante an once prove the. Refurr eftion- of our Saviour to be 
be þ Cheat, no body will think it worth wy while 10 
Paſ liſpute the reſt with him. 


F171 Mr. Wes Neglect of fo conſiderable a Writer will 
„ un- bear. ſo much the more deſerving our notice, when 
a fais is remembred how he has improved the Silence of 
F in- Ne Clergy, uton the Publication of bis firſt Diſcourſe, 
up, mio a matter of boaſting. * I have given them 
ry to /ays he) time enough to make a Reply, if they 
is b ad been of Ability to do it. What muſt I then 

that (ink upon their Silence? Nothing leſs than that 


Ny Cauſe is impregnable, and my Arguments 
* Diſc. 2. p. a. | 
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and Authoritys in defence of it irrefragable. 
Tbe World is by this time, I hope, convinced, that Mr, 
W. was greatly miſtaken, and may be more ſo in due 
iime. What 1 mention this for, is only to ſhew, that 
if we may be permitted to judge of Mr. W. by the 
fame Rule that he judges of others, he lands con- 
demned. For be has not anſwered this Book, nor 
(as it appears) ever means to anſwer it. 

There is another nameleſs Writer mentioned 
Mr, W. as a Writer of ſome Credit, whom, * like 
a couragious Champion (as he ſpeaks) he looks in 
the Face; but, like a Coward, preſently turus hi 
Back upon. It is the Author of three ſmall Trafts, 
entiluled, The Miracles of Jeſus vindicated. This 
Gentleman has, in a very ſhort and plain manner, 
anſwered Mr. \N*s Objections to ſeveral of our Sa- 
viours Miracles, for which he deſerves Thanks, 
Inſtead of ſhewing the Inſufficiency of theſe Anſwers, 
Mr. W. is pleaſed to entertain his Readers with an 
account of ſome Chit-chat that his Friend the Rabbi 
had with him over a Diſh of Tea, concerning one 
of theſe Treatiſes, and declares, that if he f could 
have gotten to the certain Knowledge of the Au- 
thor, he ſhould have been tempted to have had 
a Bout with him. Go on, Sir, I beſeech yon. 
What is it that hinders * If you cannot find the 
Man, you can find his Books, %Jhich is all you want, 
unleſs your Deſign is perſonally to affront him: And 
doubileſs this is what M. W. means when be ſays, 
that if he could find him out he would teach him a 
better Uſe, and a more proper Application of 
the words DisHoneEsTY, and WANT or Ho- 
NESTY, than to reproach him with them. This 
Writer, you muſt know, has charged Mr. W. with 
quoting the Fathers diſhoneſily, If be can anſwer 
ibis Charge, why does be not do it ? Let Shame 
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„, e where it will, be will remove it from himſelf. 
r, be cannot, he will gain no advantage from the 
ve WH knowledge of the Author, which will not belp to 
at nate his Caſe worſe. So that this is plainly a Shift 
be to avoid engaging in a Point which he finds too Bot 
Ver his handling. I do not wonder that any Gentle- 
or nan ſhould chuſe to conceal his Name in this Con- 

troverſy, as it flands at preſent, rather than expoſe 
by WR himſelf to the Outrages of a petulant Writer, who 
ke Wl knows not how to contain himſelf within any bounds 
in f Decency. It is needleſs to exemplify in what fort 
his be has uſed the Biſhops of the Church, and eſpe- 
Ts, WM cially the Biſhop of St. David's, in this bis laſt 
bis WM Book ; for which the beſt Excuſe he has to offer is 
ibis, that * if a Lord will engage with a Plow- 
man, and ſhould meet with a Kick on the Shins, 
he ſhould know how to bear it with patience, 
If Mr. W. is willing to have it ſaid that be has the 
Wit and the Manners of a Plowman 3 1 ſhall readily 
acknowledge the Compariſon to be very juſt. As to the 
Biſhop, he, I dare ſay, knows how to bear the 


uuld WW Treatment he has met with from Mr. W. with 
Au- ¶ patience 3 and ſo much the rather when be obſerves, 
had h ven MajzesTY 1TSELF has not been ſuffered 
you. W's eſcape the Scourges of his inſolent Pen. 2 
the WF / guld readily have join'd with Mr. W. in his 


ant, N Reus, Io the excellent Author of the Tryal of the 
And Witneſſes of the Reſurrection of Jesus, © that be 
ſays, vi publiſh, what in the Concluſion he has given 
ma u ſome hopes of, The Tryal of the Witneſſes 
n of of che Reſurrection of Lazarus T:“ But 
Ho-,“ bat comes, if ever it is io came, I hope this Eſſay 
This ill be accepted, in which I have joined that Caſe, 
with Nd the other two Reſurrefion-Miracles recerded in 
wer e New Teſtament, together. I have all along, 
ame hi Work, conſider d Mr. W. as an Infidel, by 
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_ which 1 am ſenſible I bave drawn upon myſelf 4 
Charge of Slander , for this is the great aud an) 
Fault of all his ddoerſargs, which has 
fo much Complaint on bit fide, that they will 1 
allow him to be a Chriſtian. But if Mr. W. will 
be angry, I cannot help it: for ſurely great is bi 
Madneſs or his Confidence in pretending to be a Chri- 
ftian, when he ſaps the very Foundation, without 
which it will he impoſſible ever to ſhew, that Jelus 
Was a Prophet ſent from God. I Mr, W. is of an 
other Opinion, it would be a great Satisfattion to the 
Publick to ſce a Specimen from him, ſpewing hew an 
Tafidel may be converted upon bis Principles. 

As to the Matter of this Book, I have confined 
myſelf wholly to the clearing up the Scripture-Hiſtory, 
leaving that part of the Diſpute which concerns CR 
Senſe of the Fathers, to others who haue more tim 
to ſpare. Why I ſet not my Name to this T; 7 
Mr. W. has no right-to demand an account, I han Ie 
made uſe of my Liberty, and let bim make uſe of bis. | 7 605 
be gives na Anſwer, 7 hall think the Goſpel thus fall Sy 

juſtified. If otherwiſe, whether he ſets bimfetf | 

reaſon or to rail, to laugh or to be ſerious 4 my Wl 
finefs ſhall be, as he advifes, to take all . . 
tience, and, ſtripping him of every. falſe Ornanas s, o 
that may help to diſguiſe the T1 — and lead in's 8 
Reader off from the Point in queſtion, to ſet biÞme M. 
forth naked to the Warld. ae 
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If Y Purpoſe is to conſider thoſe 
WT YL. three Miracles of our Saviour 
nich Mr. Voolſton has thrown 
5 V together in his fifth Diſcourſe, 
* ois. The Reſurrection of La- 
*, of Fairus's Daughter and the Mido of 
ain's Son ; in which that we may proceed in 
ne Method, there are two Things principally 
be attended to as general Heads compre- 
ding, I think, all his Objections, viz. 


Firt, What Appearance theſe Facts have 
on the Face of the Scripture-Hiſtory. 


Secondly, What is the Evidence upon which 
believe the a Man. to be true, 
4 and 


& 
4, 
x 


I 
: 
1. 
k 
i 
: 


[2] 
and what are the Exceptions which this Writer 
has produced againſt it. « J. 
| Firſt then; let us conſider what Appearance I 
theſe Facts have upon the Face of the Scripture. W* 1 
Hiſtory 3 and particularly, whether in the . * 
count of theſe Fads, as they ſtand recorded by ih“ gc 
Evangeliſts, here appears any ſuch Improbabi- WW his 
litys, Incredibilitys, or Abſurditys as may juſtly the 
render them Suſpicious? Our Author is ven on! 
copious in declaiming upon this Head, inſomud to 


that were any one diſpoſed to frame an Idea off car 


* Ma 
and 


the New Teſtament from his general Repreſen. 
rations of it, he muſt. conclude it to be o 


continu'd Chain of Inconſiſtencys. What Groui to | 
there is for all this Outcry will ſoon appeal T' 
when the Particulars of the Charge come i 227 
be laid before you. In order to it, take tf ſick ; 
Hiſtory of theſe three Caſes in ſhort as follow. WM Mar 

% Fairus a Man of Note among the Jeu Alter 
„ having heard of the Fame of Jeſus as Wim, 
« Worker of Miracles, comes to him, af tha 
« with great Earneſtneſs deſires him to go dis In 
« heal his Daughter, who was at the point I When 
« Death. Soon after, there comes a Meſſengi chat h. 
« acquainting him that ſhe was actually de Where 


« Teſus nevertheleſs goes to the Ruler's Hou ples, a 
<« where he finds the Minſtrels, and the whdÞ'cr 7+ 
« Family making great Lamentation. Henfr'd th 
« upon taking with him Peter, and James, a loud 
« Jobn, and the Father and Mother of Hut was 
« Damſel, he enters the Room where ſhe nd his 

8 7 ö 6 n. A 
d let 
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« laid, and taking her by the Hand ſaid, 
e Damſel ariſe, and ſhe aroſe and walked. 
ne. Matt. ix. 18. Mark. v 22. Like viii. 41. 
A. © The ſecond Hiitory acquaints us that Jeſus 
th: going to a City called Nairn, attended with 
ab. his Diſciples and much People; he met at 
uſth © the Gate of the City, a young Man (the 
very only Son of a Widow Woman) a carrying 
nuch to his Grave. Moved with Compaſſion he 
ea came and touched the Bier, and ſaid Zoung 
reſen Man ariſe. And he that was dead fat up 
> of 2nd began to ſpeak, and he delivered him 
roun to his Mother. Luke vii. 11. | 
pper « The third and laſt is to this effect. La- 
me M 2275 of Bethany, the Friend of Jeſus, was 
ce U fick ; of which he is preſently acquainted by. 
now Mary and Martha the Siſters of Lazarus. 
Jeu After two Days he prepares to go and viſit 
a 0m, and by the way tells his Diſciples plain- 
n, that Lazarus was dead, fignifying to them 
01 his Intentions of raiſing him from the dead. 
point When they came to Bethany, they found 
eſſenge chat he had been four Days laid in the Grave. 
1% dei bereupon Jes attended with his Diſci- 
« Houſe's» and Mary and Martha, and many o- 
e wh"! Jews, goes to the Grave, and having or- 
Hel er'd the Stone to be taken away, cried with 
net; f loud Voice, Lazarus come forth. And he 
of lat was dead came forth with Grave Clothes, 
ne Ind his Face was bound about with a Nap- 
in. And Jeſus faith unto them—Loole him 
d let him go. Fob. xi. 11-47. 
B 2 I 
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I think I have omitted no one material Point 
in writing theſe Stories; which at firſt View 
ſeem to be very plain, conſiſtent Narratives, con- 
taining nothing of Abſurdity or Incredibility, 
unleſs any one thinks it to be an incredible 
thing that God ſhould be able to raiſe a dead 
Man to life, But let us hear what this Wr.. 
ter has to except againſt them. His Objections, 
(ſuch of them, I mean, as properly fall unde 
the preſent Enquiry) are in number five ; where 
of three have a general and cammon Reference 
to all the Caſes above mentioned; and two an 
peculiar to the Caſe of Lazarus. 

The Objections common to all the Caſs 
are theſe viz. * 1. That none of theſe thre 
Perſons ſaid to be raiſed from the dead, wer 
at all proper Perſons for Feſus to work ſuch a M 
racle upon in Teſtimony of his divine Pow! 
Jairus's Daughter, it ſeems, was an inſigniſicu 
Girl. The Widow's Son a Youth of no great: 
Importance, Lazarus, ſomething more con 
derable as he was Jeſus's Friend; but not 
proper a Subject by a great deal as John d 
Baptiſt or many other Perſons, whom this Writ 
if he had been adviſed with, could have reco 
mended for this purpoſe. 2. That neither 
cred nor eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory Þ make any 
tion what became of theſe three Perſons after it 
Reſurrection; how long they lived; or ef 1 
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Uſe and Advantage their reſtored Lives were 10 
the Church, or to Mankind. 3. That none 
of theſe three Perſons did or could after the Re- 
turn of their Souls to their Bodies tell any Tales 
of their ſeparate Exiftence. If this Writer had 
not been under very ſtrong Inclinations to de- 
preciate the holy Scriptures, he would never 
have imagined that a Charge of Abſurdity 
could be ſupported by ſuch wretched Cavils as 
theſe. He very rightly obſerves, that the End 
our Saviour propoſed in working theſe Mira- 
cles, was to give Teſtimony of his divine Power. 
I defire then that it may be explained why the 
railing of theſe Perſons from the dead, was 
not as good an Evidence of the Power of God, 
as the raiſing of any other Perſons would have 
been? Or of what Conſequence it is to the 
ſetting forth our Saviour's divine Power, to be 
told, how it fared with theſe Perſons when they 
were dead; where they dwelt ; and what they 
did after they were again reſtored to Life? That 
Jeſus ought to have raiſed all that died wherever 
he came, our Writer owns cannot be ſuppoſed. 
Two or three Inſtances, ſays he, will be allowed 
to be ſufficient. Here are now three for his pur- 
poſe; yet they will not fatisfy: And why? 
why becauſe Jeſus did not think fit to raiſe juſt 
ſuch Perſons as he would have him to have 
raiſed 3 an uſeful Magiſtrate, for inſtance 3 or 
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an induſtrious Merchant ; or a Father of a nume- 
rous Family; or ſome other Perſon of conſequence 
io the Commonwealth, How does the Gentle- 
man know of what conſequence theſe Perſons 
were, or were not, to the Commonwealth? Or 
what has the Commonwealth to do in ſuch Que- 
ſtions as theſe? Inſignificant as theſe Perſons 
were upon other accounts, they are Inſtances, 
I ſay, of the Power of God ; and how wiſe ſo- 
ever this Writer may imagine himſelf to be, 
we have certainly a right to ſuppoſe that God 
is wiſer, and that it belonged to him, and not 
to any Mortal upon Earth, to determine upon 
whom it was proper to exerciſe this Power, ſo 
as beſt to anſwer the Ends of his Providence. 
Nor let him be diſturbed as if it were an Ab- 
ſurdity, that a Perſon ſhould be raiſed from the 
dead and make no Diſcoveries to his Friends and 
Acquaintance about the other World. For 
aught that he can ſhew to the contrary, theſe 
Perſons did tel! their Friends and Acquain- 
tance all that they knew of it themſelves, 
But if (which is moſt likely) they themſelves knew 
nothing, it is very certain that they could tell 
nothing. The Notion of Death implies no more 
than the Separation of Soul and Body: And by 
the Will of God, the Soul may ſubſiſt for a 
time, in a ſtate of Inſenſibility out of the Body, 
as well as it may in the Body. But how, (he 
will aſk) can it reaſonably be ſuppoſed to have 
been the Will of God, that theſe Perſons hould 
know 
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know nothing of a ſeparate State ? Would not. 
a Report of the Condition of departed Souls, 
from thoſe, who for a time had had the Ex- 
perience of it, have been a Confirmation of that 
Doctrine, which is of the Eſſence of our Religion, 
and an abſolute Confutation of the Sadduces and 
Sceptiſts of that Age, and of the Materialiſts in 
this? I much doubt, whether it would or not. 
For it is a very hard matter to know what will 
abſolutely confute (1n their own Opinions, I mean) 
thoſe who are aforehand determined not to be- 
lieve. In my Apprehenſion, the Evidence of 
a future State upon the foot it now ſtands, is 
as good as it needs to be; and I am not ſure 
whether if Lazarus had known, and St. Jobs. 
had particularly related, as from him, what was 
the State of the Dead; I am not ſure, I ſay, 
that this Writer himſelf would have believed it 
one jot the ſooner. But it is-not worth while 
to diſpute this Point with him. Let the Ad- 
vantage of the Evidence for a future State be 
as great upon this Suppoſition as he is pleaſed 
to have it: I aſk him this plain Queſtion 3 Can 
he prove that God was bound to give ſuch E- 
vidence? Or can he even ſhew, that upon ſome 
accounts, 1t would not have been inconſiſtent 
with the Wiſdom of his Providence, to have 
given ſuch Evidence? Till he can do this, he 
has no right to ſuppoſe that theſe dead Perſons 
knew any thing at all of a ſeparate State, or, 
x they did know any thing, were permitted to 

declare 


» 
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declare any thing. The Silence of the ſacred 

Hiſtory, as to this matter, is therefore ridicy- 

louſly alledged as an argument againſt the Cre- 

dibility of theſe Relations. For how abſurd is 
it to bring theſe Objections againſt theſe par- 

ticular Parts of the Goſpel-Hiſtory, which, if did 

they have any weight at all in them, it muſt 
fall directly upon the Goſpel itſelf, whether 1i- odd 
terally or myſtically underſtood. For ſinee As | 
Chriſt came to teach us all things neceſſary to in th 
Religion, how will you account for his ſilence . 8 
in theſe Points? Was not there more reaſon to 
expect a diſtinct account of the other World 
from Chriſt himſelf, than from the Daughter of 
Fairus, the Son of the 7idow, or from Laxa- 
_— "= 
But the Writer objects farther; Why have 

we no Accounts, what became of theſe Perſons 
after they were raiſed from the Dead? The 
reaſon is plain. The Evangeliſts wrote the Hi- 
ſtory of Chriſt, and not of theſe Perſons ; and 
therefore they take notice of them as far as 
Chriſt was concerned with them, but had no 
cauſe to enter into their particular Story, To 
prove the Miracle, they relate particularly the 
Circumſtances of their Death, and particularly 
alſo the Circumſtances of their being raiſed to 
Life, what more would you have? If you had 
the minuteſt Account of their Affairs afterwards, 
the Miracle would ſtand as it does, neither di- 
miniſhed nor augmented by/ the Hiſtory: And, „ 
| is 


15 9 1 
is it W to expect from the Evangelifty, 


that they ſhould write every perſon's Life on 
W whom Chriſt wrought a Cure? They muſt, I 
think, have wrote. more Lives than ever Plutarch 
did; and the Goſpel intended to inſtruct the 
World in Religion, would have made a. very 
odd Figure ſo filled with private Adventures. 
As to the Silence of the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorians 
in theſe Caſes, tis evident, that they came too late 
to give us any ſuch Account, ſince the Goſpel 
had given them no Light, and the Perſons were 
not ſo conſiderable as to have particular Hi- 
ſtorians of their own Time. 

Wherefore, to- proceed to the other two Ob- 
jections proper to be ſpoken to under this Head 
of Enquiry 3 which, as I ſaid juſt now, are pe- 
culiar to the Caſe of Lazarus. Our Author has 
cated this Relation in a very ſingular manner, 
and introduces it by a Preface, in which he re- 
reſents it as“ ſuch a Contexture of Folly and 
raud, as is not to be equal”d in all Romantick 
tory. This naturally raiſes an Expectation of 
ome great Diſcoveries z and what are they? 
hy, 1. Jeſus is ſaid to have WEPT and GROAN- 
D for the Death of Lazaris, whom he had before- 
band determined to raiſe from the dead] 2. Jeſus 
all' d Lazarus forth with à Loup Voice; as if 
lead Lazarus had been deafer than Jairus's Daugh- 
er, or the Widow*s Sou! If theſe, and ſuch as 
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theſe be the Abſurditys and Incredibilitys the 
Gentleman talks of, he may with great Eaſe 


fill a Volume, but with very little advantage to 


his Cauſe. For where is the Abſurdity, where 
is the Incredibility, that eren Jeſus ſhould on 
this occaſion diſcover in himſelf the tender, that 
is the moſt amiable Part of human Nature; or 
that he ſhould ſpeak loud enough to be heard 
by all the People that ſtood by, who were to 
be Witneſſes of the Power of his Word in raiſing 
the Dead to Life? That which drew Tears 
from the bleſſed Feſus was not the Death of 


Lazarus, as appears from his own Words to his | 


Diſciples : Lazarus is dead, and I am glad far 
your ſakes, Joh. x1. 14, 1 5. And when Marths 
met him, and faid, Lord, if thou hadſt been bert 
my Brother had not died ; he anſwers without any 
concern, Thy Brother ſhall riſe again, ver. 21, 23 
But when he was going to the Grave where hit 
Friend was laid, and faw Sorrow and Diſtrek 
in the Faces of all around him; it was then 
that he firſt felt thoſe Impreſſions of Tender- 
neſs, which, without any reproach to us from 
our Reaſon, are wont to lead us to ſympathize 
with the Afflicted. And had this Writer been 
by, to have demanded the reaſon of his Tear, 


he might have anſwered in the Words of a Rt 


man Poet; Homo ſum, S nibil Humani d 1 

alienum puio. 
It would be no groundleſs Conjecture if! 
ſhould ſay, that one cauſe of our Saviqur's con- 
cen 
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cetn was that ſlowneſs of Belief which he ob- 
ſerved in thoſe, who had afore been often Wit- 
neſſes of his Almighty Power; of which this 
will not be the fingle Inſtance that is to be 
found in Scripture. The Jews openly reviled _ 
him, and ſaid, Could not this Man which opened 
the Eyes of the Blind, have cauſed that even this 
Man ſhould not have died? Upon which it pre- 
ſently follows, Feſus THEREFORE again groan 
ing in himſelf cometh to the Grave. And even 
ſhe who could ſay with ſo much aſſurance, 7 
know that even now whatſoever thou wilt ask of 
God, God will give it thee ; ſeems in that Con- 
feſſion to have out · run her real Perſuaſion. For 
when Jeſus ſaid; Take away the Stone, ſhe checks 
him with a Speech full of diftruſt, Lord by this 
time be ſtintetk, for he bath been dead four days; 
But why ſhould I tire you with ſuch common 
Obſervations? What if we cannot tell the rea- 
ſon why Feſus wept, nor anſwer to thoſe wha 
ſhall aſk us, why in the Caſe of Lazarus he 


ſpake with a loud Voice? why in the Cafe of the 


Widows Son he touched the Bier ? why in the 
Caſe of Fairus's Daughter he took bold of ber 
Hand? Is it neceſſary, in order to ſupport the 
Credit of the Hiſtory, that we account diſtinct- 
ly for ſuch minute, and perhaps arbitrary Cir- 
cumſtances of our Saviour's Behaviour? Can 
even this Writer imagine; that the Truth of the 
Goſpel depends upon the Tone of our Saviour's 
Voice, whether it was ſoft or loud; upon the 

C2 Mo- 
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Motion of. his. Hand, whether i it was to the 


| right, or to the left? or would ſuch Queſtions MW in t 
as theſe be borne in any other Caſe ? If all, N real. 
Hiſtorys are to be fried by this Rule, they muſt, ed t 
all be given up as Romances ; for all are hy ſons, 
ble to the like Objections. Jeſu. 

From the Account then of theſe three F aa 2 Min 
they ſtand recorded by the Evangeliſts, there is no Lan. 
appearance of any ſuch Abſurditys as this Writer WW to hi 
complains of, and which may juſtly render them: MW burie 
ſuſpicious. Another Enquiry proper to be made, W whet 
is, Whether in the relation of theſe Falls there ¶ ſtake 
are any Circumſtances WANTING, which are ne-, both 
ceſſary to render them full and ſufficient Proofsof Ml but e 
what they were intended to ſhew, to wit, our Sa., in or 
viour”s Power in raiſing the Dead io life? And ſtand 
a very material Defect there is, if what this WW parat. 
Writer objects be true; via. That none of the why 
three raiſed Perſons had been dead Lo xxovenWlation 


to amputate (as he learnedly expreſſes himſelf) ¶ be fo 
all doubt of Jeſus's miraculous Pater in their Re. thoſe 
ſurrefion. His Meaning I preſume is, thatin the 
theſe Perſons were not dead long enough the / 
appearance to ſhew that they were really dead be car 
For admitting that they were really dead, it Mar), 
muſt be granted that Jeſus raiſed them from Rot be 
the dead; becauſe it is not pretended that theſe ¶ Death 
Perſons were not alive after they were ſuppoſed} | 
to have been dead. The only Point therefore to Perſon 


5 dead ] 
* iy Io arent 


be 
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be conſidered is, what Circumſtances there are 


he 

ns WW in che Story to ſhew that theſe: Perſons were 
all, really dead? That they were all of them treat- 
uſt, ed by their Friends and Relations as dead Per- 
ſons, is evident and inconteſtable. For when 


Jeſus came to Fairus's Houſe, he found the 
Minſtrels there, and the People making great 


no Lamentation. The Widow's Son was carrying 
iter to his Grave; and Lazarus had been actually 
em buried ſeveral Days. But the Queſtion till is, 
ide, whether in theſe Caſes there was not either Mi- 
bert ſtake or Fraud? The Objector puts in for 


ne- both Pleas as he thinks will beft ſerye his turn; 
fs:of but every one of common Senſe muſt ſee, that 
8g. in one and the ſame Caſe both Pleas cannot 
And ſtand together. Let us therefore take them ſe- 
this MW parately ; and firſt as to the ſuppoſed Miſtake; 
theft why ſhould any one treat his Child or his Re- 
uon lation as a dead Perſon, unleſs he knows him to 
xſelf} be ſo? Is there any Senſe in believing, that 
Re. choſe about Fairus's Daughter would have called 
that Min the Minſtrels, and made ſuch ado ; or that 
oh inthe Widoto ſhould have ſuffered her only Son to 
dead: be carried forth as a Corpſe 3 or Martha, and 
Mary, their Brother to be buried, if there had 
not been in all theſe Caſes all the Evidence of 
Death that Reaſon and Senſe could give? To 
what purpoſe then is it to alledge, that theſe 
Perſons were not dead long enough ? If they were 
dead long enough for the Conviction of the 
rents or Friends that they were dead, they 
were 
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were dead long enough for the Evidence of the 

Miracle; and this the Story ſhews, or it ſhews 
nothing. But, becauſe this is a Difficulty at 
every turn to be thrown in our way, I wiſh we 
had been told how long it is neceſſary that a 
Perſon ſhould be dead, or ſeemingly: dead, be- 
fore we. may reaſonably venture to pronounce 
him dead. The Objector himſelf ſeems to be 
under ſome Uncertainty in this matter. In the 
Caſe of Fairus's' Daughter, he ſays, that ſhe 
ough! to have been ſome Days, Ir Nor Weeks, dead 
and buried. But in the Caſe of the /idow's Son, 
he is very poſitive that he ought to have been bu- 
ried two or three Weeks, Why buried, I beſeeck 
you? Is there no knowing that a Perſon is dead 
till he has lam ſome time in the. Earth? Are 
not the proper Evidences of Death always ſup- 
poſed as antecedent to Burial ? And will not 
a few Hours (or Days at moſt) determine thus 
Evidence to all reaſonable Satisfaction? Why 
no, ſays the Objector; for Hiſtory and con- 
mon Fame affords Inſtances of the miſtaken Death 
of Perſons who ſometimes have been unfortunate- 
ly buried alive; and at other times happily re- 
ftored to Life, Allowing him as many Inſtan- 
ces of this kind as he can have the conſcience 
to aſk, ſtill it muſt be admitted that there is 2 
common Evidence in this Caſe which all the 
World underſtands, and acts upon without Scru- 
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ple. Let him anſwer then to this plain Que: 
ſtion; Would he (fuch rare Inſtances notwith- 
ſtanding) venture to bury his Friend or his Child 
upon the common Evidences of Death, or would 
he not? If he fays he would not, ſomebody 
I doubt not would have Senſe enough to do it 
for him. But if he ſays he would, let him tell 
me why that which is a ſufficient Proof that 
a Man is dead when he is only to be put intq 
the Ground, is not as good a Proof when his 
death is to be made uſe of as the Foundation 
to ſupport a Miracle in his Reſurrection? For 
my own part, I can ſee no reaſon that can be 
aſſigned for any difference in theſe Caſes, unleſs 
it be ſaid, that we ought to be leſs afraid of 
burying Men alive, than of believing the Go- 
ſpe]. 

I do not obſerve, that this Writer has any 
where ſuggeſted a Poſſibility of Miſtake in the 
Caſe of Lazarus. The Reaſon is plain: For 
he, according to the Hiſtory, having been four 
Days in the Grave, if there had been any Mi- 
ſtake at firſt, yet by that time he was certainly 
dead. But as to the Y/idow's Son, he, we are 
told, might have been in a Letharey ; and 
Jairus's Daughter aſleep or in a Fit; all which 
is a direct Contradiction to the principal Cir- 
cumſtances of each Story, as I have ſhewn. 
Their Friends treated them as dead Perſons, 
which ſuppoſes that they had the common Evi- 
cence of their being dead; and this Evidence 
x | as 
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as fully juſtifyed them in admitting the Mirz. {Wo ra 
cle, as it would have juſtifyed them in putting pur 
the Bodies into the Grave. But to pleaſure the 
Gentleman, we will admit his Plea for once, Wnigh 
and ſee in what light the Caſes will ſtand. The 
young Man, he ſays, was in a Lethargick State, added 
Be it ſo; but in all appearance he was fo like Ne the 
a dead Man, that all about him concluded him 
to be dead, and accordingly carried him out im t 
in order to burial. How then could Feſus (Cup. out ru 
poſing him to have been an Impoſtor) know, enſe i 
or ſo much as ſuſpect that he was not dead, but 
in a Lethargy? Why, ſays the Objector, (and 
it is all he had to ſay) ſomebody might inforn 
bim. But how ſo ? The very carrying this Man 


lefeate 


to his Grave, ſhews that there was no Suſpicion The 
of any ſuch caſe, and conſequently there could ly t 
be no ſuch Information; much leſs could any ueſted 
one tell, or Jeſus know, the exact time when» Dat 
the Man was to awake out of his Lethargy. ere he 


What then are we to believe in this Caſe ? why, eets 
that Jeſus needleſsly offered himſelf to a public Ns act 
Tryal, without the leaſt reaſonable Proſpect o euling! 
Succeſs. The Company met him accidental e Very 
upon the Road ; but no body aſked him, or ccord t 
challenged him to raiſe this Man to life. IF" woul 
was his own offer. Jeſus therefore either ſup- jelieve, 
poſed the Man to be dead, or he did not. I n It 
he ſuppoſed him to be * (as he had great ht b 
reaſon} he muſt needs know (upon the foot welſp*d all 


are now arguing) * it was not in his powe 0 be de 
fc 


$ 
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o raiſe him. If he did not ſuppoſe him dead, 
zur hoped that there, might be ſome ſuch Mi- 
take as this Writer talks of, the hazard that he 
ight be diſappointed in preſuming upon a 
e, which ſcarce happens once in a Century, 
dded to the farther hazard, that if this ſhould 
de the Caſe, the Man might not poſſibly awake 
pon his touching the Bier, and calling upon 
im to ariſe, made the Chance againſt him to 


Out 
fup. pot-run all reckoning. There is therefore no 
ow. Nenſe in ſuppoſing, either that Jeſus ſhould have 


bur Wiccmpted any ſuch thing, or if he had attemp- 
(and ed it, that he ſhould have ſucceeded. It was 
fern . leaſt above ten Millions to one that he was 
Man efeated. 
cn The Caſe of Jairus's Daughter will have ex- 
ould ctly the ſame appearance. Here Jeſus was re- 
queſted by a Perſon of Note, to go and heal 
is Daughter then at the Point of Death. Be- 
ore he could get to the Houſe, a Meſſenger 
eets him and acquaints the Father, that ſhe 
vas actually dead. Jeſus was ſo far from ex- 
& of-ſing himſelf upon this Change in the Caſe, (as 
e very eaſily might) that he offers of his own 
ccord to go forward, and tells the Father, that 
- nie would raiſe her to life: Be not afraid, only 
galieve, and ſbe ſhall be made whole, Luk. viii. 
+ II. It is obvious to remark, that, whatever 
creat ight be the Caſe of this Child in reality, Fe/us 
ad all the reaſon in the world to believe her 
0 be dead; for the Servant came on purpoſe 
ÞD 
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to make this Report. Here is therefore (ſup 
poſing him an Impoſtor) the ſame Raſhneſs awake 
Preſumption as in the other Caſe. But his Biere 
haviour afterwards (if this Writer's Account of 
it be true) ſhews him to have been quite voi 
of Senſe. For when he comes to the Houſe |W.1-1{c 
what does he find? why the whole Family n 
an uproar, and poſſeſſed in the ſtrongeſt manne 
imaginable, that ſhe was dead; yet, ſays the 
Objector, ſhe was not dead, but aſleep, and Je 
fus himſelf knew it, and made publick Declan Not na 
tion of it before the whole Company, tbe Dan 
fel is not dead, but fleepeth. Surely ſuch a hey 
of Abſurditys was never till now pack*'d = 
together in one ſhort Tale! Here 1s an In 
poſtor making a bold and a deſperate pulh 
which muſt either rum him at once, or eſtablikMW;; 
his Reputation for ever. He undertakes to rai 
a Perſon to life whom he was aſſured was dead 
If ſhe was dead in good earneſt, he was undone 
All his Hopes reſted upon a bare Poſſibility 
that there might be ſome miſtake in the Cak 
Upon theſe Hopes he goes; and when he come 
there, . luckily finds that there was a miſtake 
and more luckily ftill, that he himſelf wa 
the only one who perceived it. What now dog 
he do? Why, inſtead of improving this extra 
ordinary Accident to his own advantage, U 
takes away (as much as in him lies) all poſi 
ble pretence for a Miracle, by declaring plain 
ly, that the Perſon was not really dead as tht 


ſuppo 


{up 
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ſuppoſed, but aſleep, and wanted only to be 
awakened ! If the Gentleman can in earneſt be- 
lere that Jeſus was capable of ſuch Manage- 
ment as this, he muſt needs acquit him of hav- 
ing any hand in the Plot, which he has been 
pleaſed to cut out for him, 

But to come to the Truth of the Caſe : Jeſus 
by this Expreſſion certainly meant nothing leſs 
an to declare againſt the Opinion and Know- 
edge of all the Company, that this Child was 
ot naturally dead. We have the ſame way of 
peaking in the Caſe of Lazarus: This Sickneſs, 
ays he, is not unto death. And again; Our 
Friend Lazarus ſleepeth, but I go that I may 
rate him out of ſleep. And yet, as appears 
rom what follows, Jeſus was ſenſible when he 
aid this, that Lazarus was dead. A reaſonable 
an will as litrle doubt whether he believed 
at this Child was dead, or not; but the Ob- 
ctor's Argument will not permit him to ſay that 
:/us believed her to be dead. Was he then 
rſuaded that ſhe was not dead? Impoſſible. 
q as St. Mark tells the Story, he had not fo 
uch as ſeen the Child when he faid theſe Words; 
Wd whether he had, or had not, it is certain 
om all the Evangeliſts, that notwithſtanding 
his Declaration of Jeſus, the Company ſtill be- 
Ned her to be dead, and (miſtaking the mean- 
e of the Expreſſion ) were offended at him: 
hich ſhews that the Evidences of Death upon 
er were very plain and ſtrong, So that here 


D 2 again, 
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again, as in the foregoing Caſe, Jeſus muſt b 2 
ſuppoſed to have run the hazard of a publa F 


Defeat, not only without, but againſt all Prob Je 
bility of ſaving himſelf, and yet with the fam to 
good fortune as before. For no ſooner did H & 
pronounce theſe Words, Damſel ariſe, than , al. 
aroſe and walked! How credible this may a co- 
pear to ſome Underſtandings, I cannot tell; b 24: 
to me it ſeems impoſſible, (excluding all Se on 
poſition of Fraud) to give any tolerable Accouſ I ſi 
of the Facts as they here ſtand related, with to: 
ſuppoſing inFe/is a Conſciouſneſi of a divine Powell by 
which might be obſerved likewiſe of many ot ot! 
of our Saviour's Miracles, if it were proper i Tr 
take notice of them in this place. If this Writ 1 
will perſiſt in the contrary, and ſay, that all ceri 
was mere Chance, it will only ſhew the gr Pa 


Partiality of an wibelieving Spirit; which | in 


conſidering the Evidences for Religion, takes oft tha! 
fence at every thing, but in admitting Object mig 
againſt it, finds nothing too hard for its Ul the 

geſtion. is tl 
I come now to the Suggeſtion of Fraud; wi 2 M 
in the Objector's own Opinion ſeems to have way 
place in the Caſe of Jairus's Daughter; becali rob 
in remarking upon this Story, he has not though robt 
fit to offer any ſuch Suggeſtion. But as to tif} real 
of the Widows Son, he ſays, that there mg muſ 


be a Frick * concert:d between Jeſus, a f dene 
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Youth, and his Mother, and others; and all the 
Formalities of a Death and Burial contrived, that 
Jeſus, whoſe Fame for a Worker of Miracles was 
to be raiſed, might have an opportunity to make a 
Shew of a grand one. The ſame account he gives 
alſo of the Caſe of Lazarus, who, ſays he, might 
conſent to be interred alive in a hollow Cave, where 
there was only a Stone laid at the mouth of it, as 
long as a Man could faſt, &c. Tt will be allowed, 
I ſuppoſe, that theſe and all ſuch like Suggeſtions, 
ſo far as they are mere Suggeſtions, unſupported 
by any Evidence, are of no weight; becauſe 
otherwiſe there muſt be an end of all Hiſtorical 
Truth. The Objector indeed pretends, that F 7: 
is Nonſenſe and mere Credulity to talk' of a r-al, 
certain, and ſtupendous Miracle where there is a 
Poſſibility of Fraud: which is quite abſurd. For 
in all Queſtions concerning Facts, it is ſuppoſed, 
that the Matter or Thing under conſideration 
might have been, or might not have been; and 


the determining the Fact this way, or that way, 


is the proper Uſe and Deſign of Evidence. If 
a Man be accuſed of robbing upon the High- 
way, it is ſuppoſed poſſible that he may have 
robbed, and poſſible alſo that he may not have 
robbed. Which of theſe two Poſſibilitys is the 
real Fact, is the Point in Judgment; and this 
muſt be determined by the weight of the Evi- 
dence on either ſide, This Writer ſays, that 


* P. 29. + P. 28. 
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29ſibly there may have been Fraud in theſe Caſes, 
Very well. We have, I hope, as good a right 
to ſay, that poſſibly there may have been xo Fraud; 
and if we can bring proper Evidence to ſhew 
that there was no Fraud, and he has none to 
offer againſt it, to ſhew that there was Fraud, 
I ſuppoſe it will bear no queſtion which 1 
common Senſe muſt determine. 

It muſt be conſidered then what this Writer 
has offered againſt the Evidence of the Scripture- 
Hiſtory, to ſhe that there was Fraud in theſe 
Caſes. Now as to the Caſe of the Vidoto's Son, 
all that I can find to the purpoſe, is this, That 
the mourning of the Widow — and Jeſusꝰs caſuul 
meeting ef the Corpſe! upon the. Road, looks" like 
Contrivance to put. the better face upon the mat- 
ter; in which Obſervation there might have been 
ſome Senſe, if the Suſpicion. of Fraud had firſt. 
been well ſupported. But to found a Suggeſtion 
of Fraud merely upon theſe Circumſtances, is 
abſolutely ridiculous, and ſhews him to be per- 
fectly careleſs in what he ſays. There is no que- 
{tion to be made, but that Sorrow may be coun- 
terfeited, and that a Deſign may ſometimes lie 
concealed under the appearance of Chance and 
Caſualty. But did ever any one ſay, that a Wo- 
man's weeping for the loſs of her Son proves her 
to be a Hypocrite? Or that two Perſons meet- 
ing, as it were, by accident upon the Road, is 
an Evidence of a Plot? Fraud there may be, I 
ſay, under ſuch Circumſtances ; but then the 

2 | Fraud 
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Fraud muſt be made appear not 4y ſuch Cir- 
cumſtances, but by ſomething elſe. The moſt 
obvious and natural Conſtruction from theſe Cir- 
cumſtances, is, that there was no Fraud, as he 
himſelf confeſſes ; for why: elſe does he ſay that 
they were contrived 0 put the BETTER FACE 
upon the Matter * The truth is, that all Coun- 
terfeits endeavour to imitate Nature, and to hide 
their Cheat under the proper Characters of Truth. 
But is it reaſonable therefore to ſuſpect Fraud 
in a Caſe, merely becauſe you obſerve the com- 
mon Characters of Truth in it? Every Coiner 
puts the King's Face and Inſcription upon his 
falſe Money. Will you therefore think it rea- 
ſon enough to ſuſpect every Shilling, becauſe it 
has the King's Face and Infcription? No; all 
that can be faid is, that the King's Face and In- 
ſcription are no certain Proof that there is no 
Fraud, where there is reaſon to ſuſpe& one; but 
to ſay that of themſelves they naturally import 
a Fraud, is highly abſurd. Let the Gentleman 
then produce the proper Evidence of a Fraud, 
and his Plea ſhall be admitted; otherwiſe 'we 
ſhall have a right to conſider theſe Circumſtances 
according to what they naturally import, and 
to argue from hence, that no Meaſures were 
concerted- between Jeſus, the young Man, and 
his Mother, or any others. If Jeſus's meeting 
is plain, that no Meaſures could have been co 

certed, Now thus it is that the Hiſtory repre- 
| | ſents 


this Corpſe upon the Road-was really caſual, NW 
ne 
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ſents it. Upon the face of the Hiſtory there- 
fore all is right, and no appearance of any 
Fraud, but quite the contrary. 

But for the Caſe of Lazarus, what ſhall we 
do? * The moſt notorious Cheat, ſays the Ob- 
jector, that was ever put upon Mankind! And 
+ for the. Proof-of it, he ſays, we need go no 
farther than to the Circumſtances of its Story, which 
our Evangeliſt has related. J will not aſł here 
what Intereſt Jeſus or any one elſe could have 
in contriving ſuch a Cheat: This is a Point to 
be ſpoken to hereafter. At preſent I confine 
myſelf to the Circumſtances of the Story, as 
St. Jobn has recorded it, which in my Appre- 
henſion are ſo far from having any appearance 
of Fraud, that they carry with them the ſtrongeſt 
Preſumptions of Honeſty and Plain- dealing, that 
Circumſtances can give. When Lazarus fell ſick, 
Feſus was not with him, nor did he ſee any of 
the Family till he had been buried ſome days, 
And when Martha and Mary met him, their 
Behaviour was ſuch as might naturally be ex- 
pected from thoſe, who were under the moſt ſen- 
ſible concern for the loſs of ſo near a Friend, 
The Gentleman, no queſtion, will ſay again, 
that this was all Grimace, the Fetter to diſguiſe 
a Deſign concerted between them ſome time be- 
fore, and now to be put in execution. Let him 
ſay ſo if he pleaſes, He will not pretend, 1 
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hope, that theſe Circumſtances have any Ten- 
dency to hero that there' was any ſuch Defign ; 
and therefore (as I ſaid juſt 9600 till the Fraud 
appears, we have reaſon to conſider them as 
Preſumptions at leaſt on our ſide. What gives 
ſome weight to theſe Circumſtances is, that the 
Diſciples of Jeſus, as their Behaviour ſhews, were 
perfectly ignorant of any Deſign concerted be- 
tween their Maſter, and the F amily of Lazarus. 
For when Jefus firſt open*d to them his Intention 
to go and viſit Lazarus, they oppoſed it, fear- 
ing the Jews. (ver. 8.) When he told them that 
he was aſleep, they (miſtaking his meaning) con- 
ceiyed Hopes of his recovery. (ver. 12.) And 
when he told them plainly that he was dead, 
ſhew great” Concern, and cry*d out; let us go 
that we may die with bim. (ver. 16.) Is this like 
Men who were privy to a Deſign of impoſing 
upon the World by a counterfeit Reſurrection, 
juſt then ripe for execution? The Objector, I 
conceive,” will have little room to ſay here, that 
this was Art and Contrivance. For what need 
was there of diſguiſe in a private Diſcourſe be- 
tween Teſus and his own Diſciples? How credi- 
ble it is now, that eſis ſhould have concealed | 
a Deſign of this ſort (had there been any ſuch) 
from his Diſciples, who (as this Writer is pleaſed 
to repreſent the matter) had fo large a ſhare in 
the grand Cheat of all, his own Reſurrection, 
which was very ſoon to follow, I leave to any 
reaſonable Perſon to conſider. 
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But the great Points are yet behind, which ſure 
are theſe, That the Man had been laid in his Grave ¶ wor 
four days, and that the Miracle of his Reſur. of t 
rection was wrought in the preſence of a Mul. rail 
titude of People, Enemies as well as Friends; ¶ he t 
Circumſtances which cut off all pretence of Fraud, muc 
as well as of Miſtake, You have before heard, vou 
that in this Writer's Opinion, Lazarus might, B 
for the Propagation of his Maſter's Fame, con- and 
ſent to be interred alive in a hollow Cave for I ther. 
two Days and three Nights: but how to provide I and 
for him ſo long, ſo as to prevent a real Tragedy, iſ belie 
he ſeems (as well he might) to have been pretty ¶ to b. 
much at a loſs. Sometimes he thinks he might View 
well enough faſt all that while; at other time 7% t: 
he is contriving how to get him ſome Food. lays! 
Surely a very needleſs Care! ſince it is againſt bis F 
all the Knowledge that we have to ſuppoſe. i Vea 
poſſible, that any Perſon diſpoſed of as Laxari #45 
was, ſhould not very quickly be put beyond al lis C 
Capacity of eating and drinking, Stript naked mary 
ſwath'd up in Grave-Clothes, put into a Vaul chan; 
under ground, with a Stone laid upon it, inter Goſp 
cepting Communication with the external A migh 
and yet alive and well on the fourth Day ! I but f 
this poſſible? We have no Inſtance of any thing Caſes 
like it. And fond as this Writer ſeems to be df Frien 
his Cauſe, I am perſuaded that he would not for 
all it is worth, be prevailed upon to ſubmit to 

have the Experiment made upon himſelf, If it 
will, it is ſoon done; and I may venture to af 

fur 
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ſure him, that one ſucceſsful Attempt of this kind 
would go farther towards deſtroying the Credit 
of this Miracle, than all the Objections he can 
raiſe from the Circumſtances of the Story. Bur if 
he thinks that this is hazarding a great deal too 
much, why ſhould he not believe that Lazarus 
would have thought ſo too? | 

But let us ſuppoſe this Difficulty got over, 
and that Lazarus was all this while alive ; ſtill 
there is another Point as hard to account for, 
and that is how the People ſhould be made to 
believe that he was dead, when the Grave came 
to be opened, and the Body expoſed to publick 
View. To ſhew that Craft was uſed by Laza- 
745 to impoſe upon the Multitude, the Objector 
lays hold of a very trivial Circumſtance, viz, That 
his Face was bound about with a Napkin, by which 
means (ſays he) the Spectators could not diſcern what 
was of the Eſſence of the Miracle, the Change of 
bis Countenance from a dead to a live one. It is 
marvellous to ſee how this Writer can ſhift and 
change his Notions to ſerve his Zeal againſt the 
Goſpel-Hiſtory. Now, it ſeems, the Spectators 
might have known Lazarus to be dead, had they 
but ſeen his Face. And yet juſt now, in the 
Caſes before-mentioned, he ſuppoſes that the 
Friends and Relations of the Dead, who yet 
certainly ſaw their Faces, were miſtaken, and 
were carrying their Friends alive to be buried. 
But to let this paſs : He aſks, hy was not the 
Naptin taken away, that the People might ſee 
E 2 him 
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him to be dead? The Anſwer is ready, be Wl tin; 
cauſe no one did or poſſibly could think there NaN. 
wanted Evidence of his Death. Juglers may call W ccrn 
upon the Company to obſerve them, and ex- 
pand their hands before them, and cry, All 4 IM that 
fair. But it never enters into the Mind of an it ſhi 
| honeſt Man, to uſe ſuch ſuſpicious Caution. Had the! 
Chriſt been conſcious that he was going to play cove! 
a Trick, he might have had ſuch a Thought, head 
as this Gentleman, ir feems, would have ſup- IW ſtanc 
geſted if he had been by. Or had the People open 
conceived ſuch an Opinion of Chriſt, as this W Tok: 
Writer deſires to inſinuate, they might have How 
thought of this and many other as curious things. MW Hy, t 
But though many were averſe to believe Chriſt I did | 
to be the Meſſias, yet none doubted of the Reality I 247%: 
of his Miracles: Even the moſt malicious ſup. him 
poſed them real, though they attributed them 
to the Power of an evil Being. The true An- Vas 
ſwef therefore to thi; Writer is, That there was by th 
not, even among the Jews, one Man of his I inde: 
Spirit; not one who thought there wanted I he ſu 
Proof of a Man's being dead, when he had been He 
four days buried; not one who thought Chriſt “ 1:4 
only a pretended Worker of Miracles: No; long Il © Jel 
Experience had convinced them, how unwil- © of 
ling ſoever they were to own him for ther © 7 
Meſſias, that he was mighty in Mord and Deed.. © Jeſt 
. After all, I am not certain that the Gentle: rac 
0 man is right in his Obſervation. The Text ſays; © W. 
chat Lazarus 's Face was bound about with a N + p. 
2 $23 Ein; 
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iin; but it does not ſay that it was covered with 
a Napkin, ſo that the Spectators might not diſ- 
cern his Countenance. At chap. xx. ver. 7. we 
read Eoudapoy 6 nv En Thc rears, theNapkin 
that was UP THE HEAD of Feſus ; by which 
it ſhould ſeem that the Sudarium was a part of 
the Burial-dreſs that was bound about the Head, 
covering only the upper part of the Face or Fore- 
head like a Night-Cap. And if fo, this Circum- 
ſtance can be no Proof that his Face was not 
open to the View of the Company, and that the 
Tokens of Death were not plain and viſible. 
However this was, the Gentleman tells us plain- 
ly, that the Spectators (many of them at leaſt) 
did by ſome means or other find out that La- 
zarus was alive, when Jeſus pretended to raiſe 
him from the dead. For the Cheat, he fays, 
was detected, and this was the. reaſon why he 
was proſecuted, condemned, and put to death 
by the Jes. This Obſervation is to the purpoſe 
indeed, if it can be made good]; let us ſee how 
he ſupports it. 

He obſerves then from the Evangeliſt, * That 
e many of the Jews who bad ſeen the things that 
* Jeſus did, believed on bim, (ver. 45.) that ſome 
© of them who did not believe, went their ways 
* to the Phariſees, and told them what things 
*« Jeſus had done (ver. 46.) in this pretended Mi- 
«* racle, and how the Buſineſs was tranſacted: 
'* Whereupon the Chief Prieſts and Phariſees 
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« were ſo incenſed, as from tha? day forth they 
c took counſel together to put him to death, (ver. 
& 53.) and conſulted that they might put Lazarus 
„ alſo to death, (chap. xii. ver. 10.) Jeſus there- 
ce fore (and his Diſciples, and Lazarus, fled for 
cc it, for they) walked no more openly among the 
“ Jews, but went thence: into a Country near 1 
cc the Wilderneſs (a convenient hiding-place) and 
cc there continued with his Diſciples, (chap. xi. ver. 
&« 54.) otherwiſe in all probability they had been 
cc all ſacrificed.” Upon this general State of the 
Caſe he aſks two Queſtions, viz. 1. * If there 
« had been an indiſputable Miracle wrought in 
« [.azarus's Reſurrection, why were the Chief 
« Prieſts and Phariſees ſo incenſed upon it, as 
« to take counſel to put both Jeſus and Lazu 
« rys to death for it? 2. + Why did Feſu 
<« and his Diſciples, with Lazarus, run away and 
« abſcond upon it?” To theſe two Queſtions 
he thinks no reaſonable Anſwer can be given; 
and thence concludes as above, that Jeſus was 
detected in a Fraud, for which he was publick- 
ly tried and condemned. I am under ſome hope 
that the Anſwer will not be found ſo difficult 
as the Gentleman is willing to ſuppoſe ; and that 
theſe Circumſtances fairly conſidered as they ſtand 
in the Goſpel, will be ſo far from ſhewing that 
Feſus was detected in a Fraud, that they will rather 
ſhew the contrary. The way to ſet this mat- 


/ 
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ter in a true light, will be to throw together 
the chief Paſſages of the Scripture-Hiſtory ſub- 


ſequent to this Tranſaction, in order as they 
re- ſtand; from whence I conceive, that the true Mo- 
for tives both of our Saviour's Conduct, and of the 
the 


Behaviour of the Jews in reference both to him 
and Lazarus, will be made Tar to any com- 
mon Underſtanding. 

ver. In the firſt place then, it will be proper to 
deen take notice what preſent effect this Action had 
the upon thoſe who ſaw it. And as to this we are 
here told, that many believed on Jeſus, but ſome went 
t in beirn ways to the Phariſees, &c. By this it is 
-hiet WF plain, that the greater part of the Spectators 
t, not only confeſſed the Miracle, but were here- 
a. upon convinced that Jeſus was the Chriſt. For 
eſus many believed, and ſome (that is a few in com- 
7 and ¶ pariſon to thoſe that believed) went their ways, 
tions WF &c. probably not above two or three. But few 
ven; ¶ as they were, they were it ſeems wiſer than all 
5 Was I the reſt, who (ſays our Writer) * were ignorant, 
olick- W credulous, and eaſily impoſed on. Who doubts 
hops it? They were Believers; which is enough it 
Acult F ſzems to prove them Fools. But, ſetting this 
d that W Reaſon aſide, the Gentleman has no more Autho- 
ſtand I rity to pronounce them credulous, and eaſy to 
chat be impoſed upon, than he has to ſay the ſame 
rather thing of the Inhabitants of the Moon, with 
mat: whom he is juſt as well acquainted as he is with 


P. 49. | 
taff | | theſe ; 
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theſe ; only-with this difference, that whatever IM ©* 
degree of Prejudice the Jes had, he well un- 4 
derſtands it lay not in favour of Jeſus as the 
Chriſt, but againſt him. But to leave him n 
poſſeſſion of his wiſe Men: When they come i ©” 
to the Chief Prieſts and Phariſces, what do they N K 


tell them? That they had detected Jeſus in an IM '” 
Impoſture? Quite otherwiſe, as appears from who 
It is 


what the Chief Prieſts and Phariſees ſaid them- 
ſelves, when, in conſequence of this Informa- Nich 
tion, they were aſſembled in Council. What a diſco 
we ? for this Man doth many Miracles: If ue la derfu 
him thus alone, all Men will believe on bin. Com 
Would the Council have reaſoned in this man- Ncheir 
ner if the Purport of the Information had been, '** 
that Jeſus had wrought no Miracle, but had WF" 
been acting a Cheat, which they had diſcovered, ich 
and were ready to prove againſt him? Impoſſi- ht 
ble. The Information therefore muſt haye been C0) 
that Ze/us had wrought a moſt ſurprizing Miracle; er 
and to this the very Paſſage, upon which th per)? 
Writer relies, perfe&ly agrees. Many (ſays the bis Int 
Evangeliſt) believed on Jeſus, but ſome went ther Nees 
wways to the Phariſees. The Antitheſis here, ſup ty 
poſes indeed, that thoſe ſome that went thei © t 
ways to the Phariſees believed not. But what M pe. 
was it that they did not believe? Why that man 
ſus was the Chriſt. The Miracle they ſaw, and good 
could not deny ; the Conſequence of the Mirack*ty * 
they did not ſee, or would not acknowledge P. 7 


There is no difficulty in conceiving this to be 
| "he 
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the Caſe; Examples of it in Scripture are fre- 
quent. | | 
What therefore the Objector lays down as 
n Plain from the Story in John, viz. That there 
ome e © Diſpute among the By-ſtanders at Lazarus's 
they Reſurrection, whether it was a real Miracle or 
not, directly contradicts St. Zobn : for even thoſe 
who believed not, confeſſed the Miracle; and 
em. it is ſcarce credible that they ſhould have differed 
with the reſt upon this Point. For had they 
at 0 diſcovered the Cheat, as is pretended, it is won- 
ve'la cctv! chat they ſhould leave any one of the 
Company to believe in Chriſt, when it was in 
their power upon the very ſpot to detect the 
raud that was committed. To what purpoſe 


_ as it for them to withdraw ſuddenly, and go 
ol ith a Story to the Chief Prieſts, when they 
poſſi ight with much better effect have open'd their 
e been iſcovery to the reſt of the People, and taken 


very Man there to be a Witneſs to the For- 
gery? To go on now with the Hiſtory, Upon 
his Information that the Chief Priefts and Pha- 
ſees had received concerning Jeſus, they pre- 
ntly determine 10 put him and Lazarus to death, 
ere the Objector demands a Reaſon, and aſks, 
Mpere was the Provocation * I hope the Gen- 
Wcman does not expect that I ſhould give him 
good Reaſon, that is, ſuch a Reaſon as will 
*. a iſtify the Jeus in their Conduct towards Jeſus, 
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But the true Reaſon (if I need tell it him) is this 
viz. That the owning Jeſus to be the Meſſiah, 
was giving up at once all thoſe great Expedtz. 
tions which they had founded upon the Scripture. 
Prophecys; and that Prejudice had the ſame 
effect here which it is obſerved to have in many 
other Caſes, to wit, the hardening Men again 
the Truth, and enraging them againſt thoſe wh vo 
abet and maintain it. This was the reaſon of their 
Hatred both to Feſus and Lazarus, who if theſW2v* 
coulJ once be put out of the way, it was hoped 
I ſuppoſe, that in a little time the Miracle woult 
no more be heard of. The Gentleman pre 


tends, that * *tis unnatural to hate a miraculi tho 
Healer of Diſeaſes, and much more fo, to hate Nera. 
Man for having had a good and wonderful Wal ** © 
done on him. Very true; if this were all. ee 
it is weak to ſuggeſt, that either Jeſus was hu ind 1 
ted for doing a good Work, or Lazarus for i I 

0 


ceiving the Benefit of it. For à good Work (ii 
the Jews in a like Caſe) we tone thee not, ery . 
becauſe thou, being a Man, makeſt thyſelf Gu 


Joh. x. 33- And concerning Lazarus, it is pu The 
ticularly ſaid, (what indeed is natural enough i” f 
be ſuppoſed) that the reaſon why the Chief Prig : 


conſulted to put him to death was becauſe the We N 
found that through him many ef the Jews w = 


away and believed in Feſus, chap. xii. ver. 11, I A 
Miracles of Jens, as ſuch, did not move the 4 * 
1/7 

* P. 45. 44+ 
P. 45. 44 4 


thi - BY 
Tah, Indignation; but conſidered as brought in Evi- 
el. dence to give credit to a Doctrine, to which 
cure. Wl they had an irreconcileable Averſion. If Jeſus 
Came had taught no Doctrine at all, or no Doctrine 
many {contrary to the Opinions commonly received, 
cainf his healing the Sick, and raiſing the Dead to life, 
ebe vould queſtionleſs have every where gained him 
f they very great eſteem, and they would very readily 
if welbave admitted, that the Power by which he was 
nabled to do ſuch Miracles, was indeed divine. 
But when the caſe was ſo that they could not 
acknowledge the hand of God in theſe things 
rithout giving up their Religion, though it is 
ertain, That this was no reaſon why they ought 
Wot to have ſo done, yet it is eaſy enough to be- 


1 7 eve, that it might have the effect which we 
el ind it had in blinding their Eyes againſt Con- 
for it fiction, and in putting them upon contriving 
+ (il Deſtruction both of Jeſus himſelf, and of 
* cry one elſe who was inſtrumental in ſupport- 
- if Gd g his Authority among the People. 

17 The Objector is ſo well apprized of the great- 
ough ſs of this Miracle, that, ſuppoſing it to have 
Pn n really done, he thinks it was * enough to have 
uſe ed the Mouths and turned the Hearts of the 
Na * eus in ſpite of all their Prejudices againſt Je- 


wo And he is very poſitive, that + if juch a 
' Miracle were wrought at this day in confirmation 
Chriſtianity, it would bring himſelf and every 
P. 43. ＋ P. 46, | 

F 2 body 
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body elſe 4% a Man, into the belief of it. I am 


it, 
very much afraid the Gentleman knows not what #: 
he ſays. It is the Nature of this kind of Spi- /» 
rit, to be ever quarrelling with the Evidence we MW 1uj 
have, and to be crying out for ſomething to is 
ſupply its Defects, which the Wiſdom of God bet 
has not thought fit to give us. That the Jew MW of 
ought to have believed upon this Evidence, I ing 
agree with him: But if he means to urge their W mig 
Unbelief as a Proof that ſuch a Miracle was of 

out 


never wrought, (which 1s the plain Drift of his 


Argument) he reaſons very abſurdly : and 1 <a 
think it muſt be allowed, that he goes beyond Exc 
all bounds of Diſcretion when he ſays, that“ i Mor 


eas not POSSIBLE for any People to be ſo bigotted, Wha 
byaſfſed, ad prejudiced, as not to be wrought in r 
upon by it. He himſelf confeſſes, that M by 
kind may be in ſeme Caſes very obdurate, and | kno 
hard of Belief, as to fland out againſt Senſe, Real 8 
fon, and Demonſtration, Let him ſhew then i pabl 
he can, why the Jews might not poſſibly do fo Men 
in the Caſe before us. What is this, or am thing 


other Miracle, more than a Demonſtration u and 


Senſe and Reaſon of the Power of God? er! 

then Demonſtration as Demonſtration may H hard 

reſiſted, why not a Miracle, which is but De} ſtron 

mon?ration? He obſerves, that || ſuch & M Reſu 

racle——winld firike Men with awe and reverence that | 

and none could hate and per/ecute the Author 4 rind 
tiatio 

* P. 46. I P. 48. Bid. lieve 
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it, leſt he who could raiſe the dead, ſhould exert 
his power againſt themſelves, and either wound or 
ſmite them dead with it: All which is very right, 
ſuppoſing Men to be firſt convinced that God 
is the Author of the Miracle. But the Point 
between us will ſtill be, whether the Prejudices 
of many might not hinder them from diſcern- 
ing the hand of God in theſe things; I ſay they 
might, and deny it he cannot, in conſequence 
of his general Principle, that Men may ſtand 
out againſt Demonſtration, unleſs he can ſhew ſome 
reaſon why this Caſe ſhould be admitted as an 
Exception. But what ſhould this Reaſon be? De- 
monſtration is Demonſtration, let it be built upon 
what it will; and there is not greater difficulty 
in reſiſting the Will of God when made known 
by the Evidence of a Miracle, than when made 
known by any other Evidence equally convin- 
cing. How far violent Prepoſſeſſions are ca- 
pable of impoſing upon the Underſtandings of 
Men, in judging concerning plain and evident 
things, nothing but Experience can determine ; 
and we ſee a variety of Inſtances of this kind 
every day, which if we did not ſee, we ſhould 
hardly believe. I ſuppoſe, that we have not 
ſtronger Evidence from the Miracle of Lazarus's 
Reſurrection, (admitting it to have been wrought) 
that Jeſus was the Chriſt, than we have from the 
Principles of common Senſe, that Tranſubſtan- 
tiation is falſe. Yet there are Millions that be- 


lieve this Doctrine, and are ready to cut the 
I hroats 
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Throats of all that deny it. It is abſurd there- 
fore to argue againſt any thing that is credibly 
related as Fact, from a mere preſumption of 
what Mankind is, or is not capable of doing. For 
at this rate a hundred things may be proved 
falſe, which all the World knows to be true ; 
and I make no queſtion, but that upon this foot, 
the Gentleman might make as plauſible an Apo- 
logy for his Popiſb, as his learned Friend the 
Rabbi has made for his Jewiſh Anceſtors, and 
prove that there never was or could be any ſuch 
thing as a Perſecution of harmleſs innocent Pro- 
teſtants. 
Thus much may ſuffice to have been ſpoken, 
in anſwer to the Objection againſt the Credibi- 
lity of this Miracle, drawn from the Jews 
Treatment of our Saviour. The following part 


of the Story will lead us to ſay ſomething con- 


cerning our Saviour's Conduct, in conſequence 
of this Treatment : For we are told, that upon 


this Conſultation of the Chief Priefts and Phari- 


ſees, Fejus walked no more openly among the Jews, 
but went thence unto a Country near to the Wilder- 
neſs into a City called Ephraim, and there conti- 
nued with his Diſcitles. Joh. xi. 54. The Ob- 


jector, who is willing to repreſent our Saviour 


upon this occaſion as a mere Runaway, tells 
us of his withdrawing into a Country near the 
Wilderneſs, as a convenient hiding-place ; but wil- 
fully omits to take notice, that he took up his 
abode at Ephraim ; the reaſon of which I pre- 

ſume 
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ſume might be, that if he had mentioned this 
Circumſtance, it might have appeared too plain 
to his Readers, that though he thought it pru- 
dent for the preſent to ſhelter himſelf from the 
Storm that was gathering, by retiring into a 
more private Place than Jeruſalem, or the Parts 
adjacent z yet he was not afraid to ſhew his head. 
But before I come directly to his Objections, 
give me leave to aſk this one ſhort Queſtion ; If 
Jeſus was a common Cheat, and had been pub- 
lickly detected as ſuch, upon ſo remarkable an 
occaſion as this, how was it that he was per- 
mitted to retire towards the Wilderneſs? Why 
was he not immediately ſeized upon the Place 
as ſoon as the Fraud was diſcovered, together 
with Lazarus, and all that were concerned as 
Accomplices with him ? The Gentleman him- 
ſelf obſerves, that if they had not fled, * in all 
probability they had been ſacrificed. Very well. 
But why, I aſk, were they ſuffered to flee? 
Were there not hands enough to hold them ? 
T If a falſe Prophet at this time a day ſhould 
counterfeit ſuch a Miracle, and be detected in the 
Operation — What then? Why (fays he) the 
Rage of the Populace would hardly wail the leiſure 
of Fuſtice to diſpatch and make terrible Examples 
of them. Right again, But did any thing like 
this happen to Feſus * Quite the contrary, In- 
ſtead of being made a Sacrifice to popular Rage, 


* P. 42. ä 1 P. 47, 48. 
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both he and his Diſciples are ſuffered to go a- 
way quietly, without ſo much as any attempt 
to ſecure and bring them to publick Juſtice 
This ſhews plainly, that the Enemies of Jeſu; 
inſtead of diſcovering any Fraud, were perfect. 
ly confounded, and knew not what to do, till 
upon Conſultation had with the Chief Prieſts 
and Phariſees, ſome meaſures were reſolved 
upon. But to ler this paſs. Jeſus knowing 
that Reſolutions were taken to put him to 
death retires, (as was ſaid afore) with his Diſci- 
ples. I not here, ſays our Writer, a plain Sigy 
of Guilt and Fraud * ? I hope not! They had 
indeed God's Cauſe and Truth on their | fide, 
But does an honeſt Cauſe preclude Men from the 
common Methods of Prudence to ſecure them- 
ſelves from ſuffering unjuſtly ? In common Caſes, 


I preſume, it will be ſaid, No. But the Gen- 


tleman farther obſerves, that they had zhe Power 
of God on their Sides too; even + that Power 
that raiſed Lazarus from the dead, which was 
able to have frolected them againſt their Enemies. 
No doubt it was able: But what if in the Wi 
dom of God it did not ſeem meet to make 
uſe of that Power for their Deliverance ? 
There was a time appointed in the foreknow- 
ledge of God, when Jeſus was to be offered up- 
on the Croſs for the Sins of the World, This 
time was not yet fully accompliſhed, tho? it was 


1 
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natd nigh at hand. But till it ſfould be ac- 
pt compliſhed he was to be preſerved; How? Plain- 
e! y not by a miraculous Interpoſition, but by the 
ordinary Methods of Providence. For had he 
4 ſummon'd his Legions from Heaven, and over- 


thrown his Enemies by a viſible exerciſe of his 
ſovereign Power, how then (as he himſelf ob- 
ved ſerves) ſhould the Scriptures have been fulfilled that 
"Ns clas it muſt be? Mat. xxvi. 54. Who after ſuch 
Defeat as this would have dared again to have 


ſci hid hands on him? The Gentleman perhaps 
85 vill not like this Account of Jeſus's Flight: 1 


cannot help it. If he will not allow it to be true, 
fide. Ie cannot deny it to be conſiſtent; and till he is 


\ The In a fit Temper to receive it, let him run over the 
wm remaining part of our Saviour's Life, and ſee if 
als, Wii Behaviour was ſuch as can with any tolerable 
oy Appearance of good Senſe be ſuppoſed ofa Man 
oer 


ho had been detected as an Impoſtor, and was 
ed from the hand of Juſtice. It was not long 
at he continued at Ephraim, and what is very 
emarkable, the next News we hear of him was 
it Bethany, in the Houſe of Lazarus, where he 
as entertain d at Supper, publickly, in the pre- 
ence of great numbers of the Jews, who came, not 
WW» for Jeſus ſake, but that they might ſee Laza- 
solo, whom he bad raiſed from the dead, Joh. 
il. I=—10, Bethany was a Village about two 
Miles diſtant from Feru/alem (Joh. xi. 18.) where, 
thin fix days, the Paſſover was to be celebrated 
Job, xii, 1.) Here our Saviour, whoſe deſign was 
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to be at the Feaſt) took up his Quarters, and du- ven 
ring this ſhort Interval went dayly to Feruſalem, ¶ out 
where he appeared in the moſt publick and fre. his 

quented Places. The firſt time of his going thi- MW Fra: 


ther he was met upon the way by great Throngs Peri 


of People, who with loud Acclamations, and o- Pow 
ther publick Marks of Honour, uſher'd him in- ¶ our 

to the City, (ver. 12.) After this we find him ¶ {adi 
in the Temple, driving out the Buyers and Sel. ¶ Mad. 
lers, (Mat. xxi. 12.) diſputing with the Scribes ¶ noxic 
and Phariſees ; rebuking them ſharply with bi. {Wile 1 
ting Parables ; and expoſing them openly in his Met 
Diſcourſes to the People, as blind, wicked, and poſſib 
hypocritical. (Yerſ. 23. to the end, and Chap. xxi. ¶ met 
Xxiii. throughout.) Let me ſtop here then, ani vith j1 
ask a few Queſtions. What was it that brought ¶ kaſt T 
Feſus from Ephraim, whither he had retir'd for" ſuſf 
Security? Was he purſued? Was he driven|iſo! La: 
from thence? No; it was his own Choice, Bute! the 
would he have come away ſo quickly? Would ſho 
he have come again to Bethany, the very Pla one; 

where the Fraud had fo lately been diſcover" Fult h: 
and to the Houſe of the very Man who waÞody o 
the principal Actor with him in the Cheat o diſgr 
Would he have gone to Feruſalem, into the verily in 
teeth of his Enemies? Or would they fronepreſs] 
whom but a little while before he made his H tba; 
ſcape for fear of being ſacrificed, have receivaf bis G- 
him immediately with ſuch Marks of Diſtinction*cor4 tc 
There is no Degree of Credibility in theſe Suff this 
poſitions z nor is any tolerable Account to be Mun orc 
I y 
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In. ven of the Facts as related on either ſide, with- 
n, out admitting in our Saviour a Conſciouſneſs of | 
fre. his own Innocency of any juſt Imputation of 
thi. Fraud, and on the part of the People a general 
nos Perſuaſion that he wrought theſe Miracles by the 
1 o- Power of God. The Freedom of Speech which 


our Saviour uſed, in reproving the great and 
leading Men among them, had been downright 
Se. WM Madneſs in him, if he had known himſelf ob- 
bes N noxious. But it is worth our notice, that in all 
bj. the Diſputes that Fes had at this time with the 
n his chief Prieſts and others, who us'd all the Artifice 
and poſſible to entangle him in bis Talk, and to catch 
xx. ſomething from him, which might furniſh them 
„ani vith juſt Matter of Accuſation; there is not the 
leaſt Hint or Intimation of any Fraud committed, 
or ſuſpected to have been committed in the Caſe 
JrivenMWo! Lazarus, which (conſidering the great weight 
„ ButfſWef the Objection, ſuppoſing it to have been true; 
the ſhort Time that had paſſed ſince the thing was 


Plac one; and that ſeveral were there preſent, who 
ver Nnuſt have been Witneſſes of the Fraud) that ſome- 
10 ody or other ſhould nat have taken notice of, 
Cheat Wo diſgrace him with the People, it is to me ut- 


he verifiely incredible, But contrary to this St. John 
xpreſsly ſays (Chap, xi. ver. 17.) that tbe Peo- 
2 that was with him when he called Lazarus out 
bis Grave, and raiſed him from the dead, bare 
cord to Jeſus ; intimating withal, that the Fame 
If this Miracle occaſion'd a greater Concourſe 
n ordinary at Feruſalem at that time. For thus 

G 2 it 


. 


2 _” — — 2—U —„— u. ĩĩ̃̃— —ꝑʒ — — — — — —ͤ—  — — — — —— — — — 


| 
| 
| 
' 


—— — — — — — — —— — —— — 
A — - 
« - PY 
= wm 4 5 . p 


L 
ſ 
$..4 
\ * 
Fs 
* 
t 
$ 
, 
"4 
- 
„ 
U 
! 
£ j 
' = 
* „ E 
7 - 
1 
IS 
1 
* | 
L # i 
q ” 
1H 
' K 
. - . 
1H 
* 
£ Wl. 
. T7 
= 9 
4 4 
+ 
1 
#9 
N 1 
1 
| . 
4 * 
| 
'» 
4 
T = 
BY | 
A 
l < 


4B 
5 


* 


— — - \ 
- ** * * = 
— — — 
* 


144 J 


it follows (ver /. 18.) For this cauſe the People alſo CE 
met him, for that they heard that he had done thi; che 
Miracle. A clear Demonſtration that there wa; MW up 
no detection of Fraud in the Caſe of Lazarus, W rac 
but that the Fact was as the Evangeliſt has re- 
preſented it. 

I might further add, that at Jess Tryal be. 
fore Pontius Pilate, there is not a Word about 
any Fraud in the Caſe of Lazarus: that Lazaru 
himſelf was never called to account for his Pan 
in the Cheat; and that the Suppoſition of a Cheat 
detected in the Caſe of Lazarus, makes the Cau- 
tion of the Fews, to prevent the like Fraud in 
Feſus's own Reſurrection abſurd and ynaccqunt 
able, But theſe things haye * already been ſet in 
a proper Light. And therefore to conclude this 
Point: You have ſeen how theſe Caſes ſtand upon 
the face of the Scripture-Hiſtory, and it appear, 
1. That taking them as they are recorded by th 
Evangeliſts, they are clear of all ſuch Abſurdi 
tys and Inconſiſtencys as may juſtly render the 
ſuſpicious. 2. That in the Relation of the 
Facts, there are no Circumſtances wanting, whic 
are neceſſary to make them full and ſufficient 
Proofs of what they were intended to ſhew, tt 
wit, our Saviour's Power in raiſing the dead te 
Life ; under which Head I have clear'd the 
Iikewiſe from all Imputation of Miſtake or Fraud 
But it will be ſaid, tis likely, that Circumſtan 


* Tywl of the Wimeſſn, p. 38, 39: 
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ces may be invented as well as Facts ; and that 
che Apoſtles, if they had any Deſign of impoſing 
upon the World, by a relation of counterfeit Mi- 
racles, might have Diſcretion enough, by ſup- 
prefling ſome Particulars which were true, and 
reporting others which were not true, to give 
the whole an Air of Credibility, It may now 
therefore be proper to conſider, 

Secondly, What is the Evidence upon which 
we believe theſe Facts to have been juſtly and 
faithfully repreſented, and what Exceptions this 
Writer has produced to weigh againſt that Evi- 
dence. T9 

That the Books of the New Teſtament are the 
genuine Writings of the Perſons whoſe Names 
they bear, the Gentleman denies not. That there 
was ſuch a Perſon as Jeſus Chriſt, and that theſe 
Writers had that relation to him, as Diſciples 
and Followers, which they pretend to have had, 
he all along admits, and takes forgranted. Whe- 
ther therefore the Evangeliſts were qualityed or 
not qualifyed to give us a true Account of what 
Jeſus did, if they were minded ſo to do, can be 
no part of the Queſtion between us; for they 
ſpeak of ſuch things, as, if they were done at all, 
were done in their own Times, whereof themſelves 
(as the conſtant Attendants of Jeſus, during the 


Time of his Miniſtry) muſt have been Eye-Wit- 


neſſes, or have received immediately from thoſe 
who were ſo. The only Point in diſpute then 
mult be, whether the Evangeliſts are Perſons to 
be 
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be depended upon or not; and concerning this it 
is ſufficient to ſay that they have given the ſtrong- 
eſt Evidence of their Integrity that it is in the 
power of Man to give: I mean in their maintain. 
ing theſe Truths, under the moſt abſolute Re- 
nunciation and Defiance of the World, and, at 
laſt, ſealing them with the Teſtimony of their 
Blood. The Objector laments it as“ a ſad Mis- 
fortune that attends our Inquiry after Truth in 
theſe Matters, that there are no other Memorial; 
extant of the Life and Miracles of Jeſus than whaz 
are written by his own Diſciples. As if the Evange- 
lifts were therefore not to be credited becauſe they 
were the Diſciples of Chriſt. But this muſt needs 
be a weak Pretence, becauſe it is not reaſonable to 
expect that the Enemies of Jeſus ſhould have left 
any Memorials of him as a Worker of Miracles. 
The 7ews, you ſee, took all the pains they could 
that they might be no more heard of ; and it is 
natural enough to believe, that all the World 
beſides, who would not be convinced by his Mi- 
racles, ſhould do the like as well as they. So that 
if a Hiſtory of the Life and Miracles of Jeſus i 
not to be expected from his Enemies, nor admit- 
ted from his Friends, the Conſequence muſt be, 
that tho* Jeſus did work theſe Miracles, and give 
the proper Evidences of his working them, to 
thoſe who were themſelves Witneſſes of what he 
did; yet there was no ſuch thing as recording or 


* P. 50. 
report- 
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reporting theſe Miracles, in ſuch a ſort as to make 


it reaſonable for any body elſe to believe them; 
which, I think, is by much too great an Abſurdi- 
ty to ſtand with common Senſe, But why are 
the Diſciples of Jeſus not to be credited, in re- 
porting the Actions of their own Maſter ? Sup- 
poſing them to be Men of Integrity, the Cir- 
cumſtance of their being Diſciples, is ſo far from 
making their Evidence the worſe, that it makes 
it the better: For who were ſo likely to know 
what Jeſus did, as they who conſtantly attended 
him during his Miniſtry ? Now this I ſay, that 
if the Apoſtles have not given full and ſufficient 
Proof of their Integrity, there is no poſſibility 
that any Man upon Earth ſhould give ſufficient 
Proof of his Integrity; becauſe in the Reaſon and 
Nature of Things, there can be no ſtronger 
Evidence of a Man's Integrity, than his laying 
down his Life in Confirmation of what he ſays. 
The Apoſtles were Jeſus's Friends. You fay 
right. But what did they get by being his 
Friends? Houſes, or Lands, or Friends, or any 
thing elſe that could make 1t worth their while 
to tell Lyes for him? If this had been the Caſe 
the Objection would have ſome ſenſe in it: But 
ſince they were told aforehand, by their Maſter 
himſelf, and afterwards found 1t true by their 
own Experience, that the Conſequence of their 
being his Friends, would be their being at enmi- 
ty with all the World beſides, and that it was 
impoſſible that they ſhould appear as Maintainers 

of 
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as Witneſſes of his Works, 


of his Doctrines, or 
without giving up the Life that now is for the 
fake of another to come; it is evident beyond 
exception, that ſuppoſing them to have had the 
common Paſſions and Sentiments of Men, andnot 
to have been quite beſide themſelves, their Sted- 
dineſs in aſſerting theſe things to the laſt, can be 
reſolved into nothing elſe, than the Power and 
Conviction of Truth upon their Minds. You 
might ſay (if you could ſhew any good Reaſon 
for ſaying ſo) that the Apoſtles were Fools or 
Madmen, for believing that Fefus Chriſt wrought 
theſe Miracles. But to pretend, that notwith- 
ſtanding they have aſſerted, that Jeſus wrought 
theſe Miracles, yet that they themſelves did not 
believe that he wrought them, after ſuch Evi- 
dence of their being ſuperior to every Conſide- 
ration that might tempt them to falſify, is ab- 
{urd, and contradicts all the Notions and Expe- 
rience we have of Mankind, 

The Gentleman, in anſwer to this common 
and general Argument; ſomewhere obſerves 
coldly, that * many Cheats and Criminals have 
aſſerted their Innocency in the utmoſt Extremity of 
Death ; which, how little it is to the purpoſe, has 


already been ſhewn in a Þ Treatiſe before men- 


tioned, to which I refer the Reader, Thus much 
I think is the leaſt that any Man of Senſe and 


* Sixth Diſcourſe, p. 27. 
+ Thyal of the Witneſſes, p. 103. 
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Reaſon can ſay, That if the Evangeliſts have not 
given abſolute and inconteſtable Proof of their 
Integrity, they have given very great Proof of 
it: And that this Proof, whatever it is, ought 
to be admitted as ſufficient, till ſome Conſidera- 
tions of greater, or at leaſt equal, weight be of- 
fered to ballance on the other fide, What then 
has this Writer to ſay againſt this Evidence? 
Hitherto we have heard of nothing but Surmiſes, 
mere Surmiſes, ſuch as would not in any ordina- 
ry Caſe be allowed to bear down the Credit of 
any common Evidence. But there are two Ob- 
ections which ſeem in a more direct manner to 
affect the Credit of the Evangeliſts as Hiſtorians, 
which I ſhall briefly reply to, and then thank my 
Reader for the Patience he has allowed me. 

His firſt Obſervation is a mere Preſumption, 
which therefore I ſhould not have taken notice of, 
but that the Gentleman is pleaſed to ſay that “ iz 
the Opinion of the Impartial it makes for his Cauſe. 
It is this; That xct only Time has devoured, but 
Chriſtians themſelves, when they got the Power in- 
n their hands, wilfully deſtroyed many Writings of 
the Jews, as well as of Celſus and Porphyry, and 
bers which they could not anſwer ; otherwiſe he 
cubts not but they would have given us clear Light 
into the Impoſture, of Lazarus's Reſurrection. That 
many Books antiently written againſt Chriſtiani- 
ty, by Jeus and others, are now loſt, there can 
deno queſtion. But did the Gentleman ever ſee 

* Fifth Diſcourſe, p-. 50. 8 
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any of theſe Books? No, they have been loſt 

long ago. How then does he know that theſe I Hes 
Books were unanſwerable? Or why is he ſo po- thei 
fitive that they would have given us a clear Light Hea 
into the Impoſture of Lazarus's Ręſurrection, or of MW "© 
any other Miracle of Jeſus, but becauſe, as T have their 
obſerved before, he finds it an eaſy matter to be. of 
lieve every vain Surmiſe, that ſtarts up in his} this, 
Head to the prejudice of Chriſtianity, and is de. "© 
termined to admit of nothing, how reaſonably befor 
ſoever it is offered, that ſpeaks in its favour. Hur 
he will take the Character of Porphyry, (whole main 
Books Theodo/irs the Emperor order'd to be Write 
burnt) from Euſebius who had ſeen and read them tians, 
he will find in it a very unhappy Deſcription of Whirl 
ſome Writers of theſe Times : For he ſays, ht Were 
was one who for lack of Reaſons to ſupport hi af the 
Cauſe, ſe? himſelf to railing, and that he woll rom | 
ſometimes ſpeak Truth, when he could not help i ander 
but never ſcrupled to tell a Lye, when he thought l 1 e K 
could palm it upon his Readers, without being Aer 
covered. I do not expect that the Authority here v 
Euſebius ſhould paſs with this Writer; nor th: ich i 
he will allow the Reaſonings of Celſus to have bet CC 
fairly repreſented by Origen. Theſe were Chf he B 
ſtians, and therefore not to be believed in the med 
own Cauſe, But if Celſus and Porphyry, weft Chr 


really ſuch ſtrenuous, unanſwerable Advocates wine 4 
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Heatheniſm, how came their Friends to ſuffer 
i their Books to be loſt? Time was, when the 
5 Heathens had Power enough, and the Chriſtians 
were harraſſed and hunted for in every Corner; 
have cheir Books demanded to be delivered up, and 
o be. oſten as delivered, deſtroyed ; yet in ſpite of all 
in his chis, the Writings of the New Teſtament (which 
were all of them extant above two hundred Years: 
before the Empire became Chriſtian) ſtood their 
* ground, and by the good Providence of God re- 
main unto this day. But no ſooner (ſays our 
Writer) is the ſame Power in the hands of Chri- 
ſtians, but away fly the Books of Infidels as in a 
Whirlwind. How ſo? one may reaſonably ask. 
were not the Heathens, when under the Power 
of the Chriſtians, as able to preſerve their Books 
rom being deſtroyed, as the Chriſtians, when 
Inder the Power of the Heathens, were to pre- 
ſerve theirs? No doubt but they were, if mere 
ower were the only thing to be conſidered, But 
ere was this remarkable Difference in the Caſe, 
hich is the only thing that can give an adequate 
\ccount of the different Fate of theſe Writings, 
Hhe Books of the New Teſtament were ſo con- 
med and eſtabliſhed by undoubted Evidence, 
nd Chriſtians were ſo fully convinced of their 
livine Authority, that they willingly facrificed 
ieir Lives, rather than deliver up their Books; 

nd by this means they were preſerved, and out- 
Hitſived the Rage of ten Perſecutions, The Wri- 
Igo of Celſus and Porphyry were (like thoſe 
H 2 which 
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, and that the Hiſtory of his Miracles, as given us 
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which this Gentleman's Friend the Rabbi furniſhes 

him with at every turn) ſenſeleſs, lying InveCtives, di 
with which, tho* perhaps many were pleas'd, yet 4, 
no one had that value for them, as to run any 70 


hazard to preſerve them, and therefore they eaſi- WM he 


ly fell under the Puniſhment which many thought e 
due to the Spite and Malice which gave them wi 
birth. I commend not their Zeal: I wiſh the St: 
Books were now extant, and am perſuaded that 
this Gentleman and his Friends would boaſt les Inf 
of them, if they had them, than they do now they in 
want them. For were they extant, what more ¶ ex: 
could they ſignify than this Gentleman's Dil: 
courſes? So far as mere Reaſoning is concerned, 
he would be offended perhaps if we ſhould ſufpet 
that he wanted any help from theſe Fathers of In- 
fidelity, to find out Ahſurditys, Inconſiſtencys and 
Incredibilitys in the Letter of the Scriptures. And 
as to the Matter of Fact, let Celſus or Porphyry, 
or any other, be ſuppoſed to ſay, with as much 
Aſſurance as he docs, that Jeſus was an I mpoſtor, 


by the Evangeliſts, is a mere Fable : The Que- 
ſtion, after all, will be, Whom are we to believe! 
That they, or any Authorities they could bring 
to vouch for them, could have better Opportu 
nities of knowing the Truth, than the Evange 
liſts had, is abſolutely impoſſible ; and that an 
of them have given any ſuch Proofs of their Ho 
neſty and Sincerity, as the Evangeliſts did, 
Man muſt aye! no Senſe of Shame that can main 
tain, . e * "8 


\/ 
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The next, and only remaining Objection, is 
drawn from * the unnatural and prepoſterous Or- 
der of Time (as he is pleas'd to expreſs himſelf ) in 
which theſe three Miracles are related, which (ſays 
he) juſtly brings them all under Suſpicion of Fable 
and Forgery, The Gentleman makes great to do 
with this Obſervation. I ſhall repreſent the full 
Strength of it in a very few Words. # 

The Caſe then is this. Theſe three are all the 
Inſtances we have upon Record of Jeſus's Power, 
in raiſing the Dead to Life, his own Reſurrection 
excepted ; and all of them are not recorded by 
each of the Evangeliſts. The Hiſtory of Fairus's 
Daughter is mention'd by three of them, viz. 
Matthew, Mark, and Luke. That of the Wi- 
dow's Son, is related by St. Luke alone. And 
that of Lazarus only by St. John, who has omit- 
ted to ſpeak of the other two. This is matter of 
Fact. From hence the Objector argues, that it 
is very unlikely that theſe Stories ſhould be any 
of them true, For, ſays he, © Theſe three Mi- 
* racles are not equally great, but differ in de- 
« gree. The greateſt is that of Lazarus. Next 
« ro it is that of the idow's Son. And leaſt of 
« all, that of Jairuss Daughter, What then 
« could be the Reaſon that Matthew, Mark; 
te and Luke, who all wrote their Goſpels before 
John, ſhould omit to record this remarkable, 
and molt illuſtrious Miracle of Lazarus ? And 
« why too did not Mathew and Mark mention 
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* the Story of the Widow of Naim's Son? To 
e aggrandize the Fame of their Maſter for a Wor- 
&« ker of Miracles, was the Deſign of all the E. 
« vangeliſts ; and if it was not neceſſary that all 
of them ſhould ſet down every Miracle of this 
« kind, {till it is abſurd and unnatural to ſuppoſe 
that any of them (eſpecially the firſt Writers) 
« ſhould omit the greateſt of all, which would 
have done him moſt credit, and take notice 
« only of the leaſt, If Matthew had recorded 
<« only the Story of Lazarus, Luke had added 
<« that of the J/idow's Son; and John laſtly had 
« remembred us of Fairus's Daughter, which the 
« other. Evangeliſts, ſtudying Brevity, had o- 
* mitted, then all had been well, and no Ob- 
« jection had hence lain againſt the Authority of 
<« the Evangeliſts, But as the Caſe now ſtands, 
< jt looks as if there were three Romantick Wri- 
« ters, who ſtrove to outſtretch one another in 
<< their ſeveral Stories, The firſt was ſparing and 
« modeſt in his Romance. The ſecond, being 
0 ſenſible of the Inſufficiency of the former's 
« Tale, deviſes a Miracle of a bigger ſize ; which 
« ſtill not proving ſuffi cient to the End propaſed, 
« the third Writer, rather than his Prophet's 


« Honour ſhould ſink for want af a Reſurrection 
Miracle, forges a monſtrouſly huge ane; againſt 


« which it will be always Objection enough, 
« that it was not related by the firſt Hill 
« rian, nor invented by the laſt, till he was a» 


& bove 2 hundred Years old, in his dotage, and 
* every 
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every body dead that ſhould have confuted 5 


« him.“ 

Thus ſtands the Objection; upon which I can- 
not help making one general Remark, viz. That 
there is a great deal too much in it to be true. 
Here is a Deſign of impoſing upon Mankind, by 
a fabulous Hiſtory of ſham Miracles, to aggran- 

the Fame of a pretended P rophet, father'd 
upon the Evangeliſts. This Defign is repreſent- 
ed as, within ſome few Years after its firſt broach- 
ng (like a weak and crazy Building) always tot 
tering, and ready to fall, and wanting at every 
turn to be propt up by ſome new Forgery. The 
Hiſtorys of St. Matthew and St. Mark, are ſup- 
poſed, in vertue of one, and that a ſmall Reſur- 
reftion Miracle, to have been the firſt Support 
to the Prophet's declining Honour. But this 
proving; too weak to ſuſtain the encrealing 
Weight, out comes St. Luke, ſome, Tears after, 
with a new one, and a bigger; and St. John, 
for the like Reaſon, with another bigger than 
that, at ſome greater diſtance of Time. I will 
venture to ſay, that there never was any State of 
the Chriſtian Church that will agree with this 
Repreſentation, nor is there indeed any thing ſa 
void of Probability. The Goſpel, from its firſt 
Promulgation, was every day gaining ground, ſo 
that there was no occaſion, in order to ſupport. 
ts ſinking Credit, to have recourſe to new Forge- 
rys. Norif there had been occaſion, could the 
Project have poſlibly ſucceeded, ſince whatever 
1 diſ- 
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diſcredired any old Forgery, muſt much more 
have diſcredited any new one,againſt which the ve- 
ry. Novelty of it would have been an unanſwera- 
ble Objection. But not to purſue this Writer in 
his peculiar way of arguing upon the Caſe (which 
would be an endleſs Taſk) I will apply myſelf 
directly to the ſingle Point, which comprehends 
the whole Difficulty ; namely, If theſe two Mi- 
racles were really wrought, how came it to paſs, 
that neither St. Matthew, nor St. Mark took 
any notice of them? That they ſhould be ig- 
norant, or have forgot that they were wrought, 
is incredible ; and that they ſhould knowingly 
have omitted them may ſeem very ſtrange, con- 
fidering how many Miracles they have both of 
them ſet down, which are leſs remarkable, than 
theſe. This is all that we have to anſwer for, and 
if we can anſwer ſatisfactorily, the whole - Objec- 
tion muſt fall of courſe. There can be no oc- 
caſion to conſider both Caſes diſtintly, What 
ſerves for one will alſo ſerve for the other. Ta. 
King therefore the Caſe of Lazarus, which may 
ſeem liable to moſt Exception, I ſhall endeavour 
to ſhew, that the Silence of the preceding Evan- 
veliſts is no ſort of Proof, that this Story was 
forged by St. John. 

The Gentleman lays it down as the Princip 
upon which he builds, That * the Deſign of al 
the Evangeliſts was to aggrandize their Maſter's 
Fame as a Worker of Miracles; which, abating 
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ore ſomething for the Indecency of the Expreſſion, is 
've- very true. The Evyangeliſts recorded the Mi- 
era- Wl racles. of Jeſus Chriſt for the ſame Reaſon for 
rin MW which he wrought them; which was to ſhew, 
hich chat he was a Prophet ſent from God. But 
viel I through Vanity and Oftentatian they recorded 
ends nothing; and therefore inſtead of ſetting down 
Mi- all the Miracles which our Saviour wrought, 
paſs, which, as St. John intimates, was ſcarce practi- 
took cable) they content themſelves each of them to 
> ig: nention ſo many as ſeemed to be ſufficient, 
ht, MY Thus far, I think, there is no harm; for the 
ingly Gentleman does not pretend to ſay, that it was 
con- ¶ veceſſary that ALL the Miracles wrought by our 
Saviour ſhould have been recorded by each par- 
ticular Evangeliſt ; on the contrary he confeſſes, 
3s to that particular kind of Miracle now under 
Conſideration, (to wit, the raiſing the Dead to 
life) that | one Inſtance was enough. But, ſays 
he, which ſhould they (St. Matthew and St. Mark) 
% wiſe and conſiderate Hiſtorians, have made 
choice of, the greateſt or the leaſt Miracle? The 
greateſt, to be ſure, and that was that of Laza- 
rus, or of the Widow's Son, if they knew of ei- 
ther. But inſtead of theſe they tell us the Story of 
Jairus's Daughter, that is, of an imperfet and 
liſputable Miracle in compariſon of the other two, 
which conſequently they knew nothing at all of, or 
they would have preferred the Report of them, 
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To confine myſelf, as I ſaid before, to the I fin: 
Caſe of Lazarus, and to give the Gentleman I 
ſome relief under his Difficulty, (for to ſay the II hae 
truth, it is in a great meaſure a Difficulty of I cou 
his own making) I defire in the firſt place, that I Th 
he would conſider what Foundation there is in I {tar 
Reaſon and Truth, to make that mighty Di- L.. 
ſtinction between theſe two Miracles, which this I Da. 
Argument ſuppoſes. The raiſing Jairuss Daugh- I in 
ter, you ſee, was but a pitiful buſineſs in com- long 
pariſon to the Reſurrection of Lazarus, which I the 
was a huge, moſt prodigious, moſt ſtupendous and evid 
ſuperlatively great Miracle. It concerned him to Tok 
raiſe the Miracle of Lazarys's Reſurrection as { '* | 
much as he could: For the greater the Diffe- H he 
rence, the better his Argument, which muſt be t 
drop at once if the Difference were little or none Nord 
at all. Becauſe of two Miracles equal, or next Evic 
to equal, an Hiſtorian may certainly, without body 
any Reflection upon his Judgment, chuſe which le c 
he will record. Where then aſk is that mighty cle 
Difference between theſe two Miracles? I hope unde 
we ſhall hear no more of an inſignificant Girl of Bu 
twelve Years old, nor that it will be expected of L. 
that I ſhould ſhew over again, againſt this Wri- 
ter, (who is pleaſed here to call it an imperfef 
and diſputable Miracle) that according to all the 
Circumſtances of the Story, the Child was dead 
and known to be ſo by all about her. Now if 
ſhe was really dead, the Miracle in raiſing her 


from the dead was juſt as great as that of rai- 
| Cine 
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he ſing Lazarus; for between dead, and dead, there 
an is no difference. But Lazarus, you will ſay, 
the had been buried four days. What then? He 

of could be ht dead, if he had been buried fifty. 
hat The utmoſt that you can make of this Circum- 
in ſtance is, that there was greater Evidence that 
Di- ¶ Lazarus was dead, than there was that Jairus's 
this Daughter was dead, and even this is not cer- 
h- uin. That Jairus's Daughter was not dead ſo 
om- long as Lazarus, is very ſure, but how long 
hich he was dead, the Story does not ſay; and it is 

and evident from Experience, that there are ſome 
n to Tokens which will as infallibly prove a Perſon 
to be dead from the time of his expiring, as 
he had been in the Grave many days. But 
be this as it will, the Evangeliſts that firſt re- 
corded the Story of this Woman, did not want 
Evidence that ſne was dead, nor ſuſpect that any 
body elſe wanted it. And therefore this Mira- 
cle could not but appear to them as great a Mi- 
racle, as the raiſing a Perſon from the dead, 
under any Circumſtances could afford. 

But let it be ſuppoſed, that the Reſurrection 
of Lazarus was the greater Miracle of the two; 
; iy muſt the omitting to record this Story be 
lok*d upon as an Inſtance of ſo great weakneſs 
or careleſſneſs in St. Matthew, St. Mark, and St. 
Luke, that rather than it ſhould be admitted, 
dt. Jobn muſt preſently be given up as guilty of 
forgery? St. John affirms, that Jeſus raiſed 
;$£4zarus from the dead. The other no where 
I 2 | deny 
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deny this, only they make no mention of it. ſ 
Will you now pretend to ſay, that a mere Ne- \ 
gative againſt the Truth of this Miracle ſhall MW 7: 
avail more than plain and direct Evidence for MW t! 
it? It is abſurd to ſay ſo; and the Reaſon why ae 
it is abſurd is this, That it is infinitely more 

eaſy to conceive that thoſe other Evangeliſts W A 
ſhould omit to mention this Miracle, notwith- «7 
ſtanding it was the greater of the two, than O0. 
that St. John, who has given ſuch undoubted M 74 
Proofs of his Integrity, ſhould falſify in ths MW 19 
Caſe. The Reaſons which have been offered by W „ 
Gretivs, and others, to account for this Omil- ac 
ſion, our Writer rejects as weak and inſufficient, vie 
but ſcorns to tell us why. His pretence for ths (w 


is, that * it is not worth while to conſider then, Or 
till ſomebody fhall appear in the Defence of them,W the 
which is ſomething pretty extraordinary. A NA. 
gainſt whom, or againſt what ſhould we defend he 
them? Theſe Reaſons are what they alway dur 
were, and if it is none of his buſineſs to oppo HB. 
them, ſurely it is much leſs ours to vindicatY} f 


them. What Grotius ſays is this, That when Roz 
the three firſt Evangeliſts wrote, Lazarus wall TH. 
living, and that the inſerting his Caſe into theiji bees 
Hiſtory, might poſſibly have brought him un Stor 
der ſome ill Treatment from the Fews. I it, 
which Dr. Y/hitby adds, that it might ſeem 'lc! 
needful to mention a Miracle concerning a Pe 
ſon living ſo near Feru/alem, where there W 
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ſo great a Fame thereof, and ſo many living 
Witneſſes. When the Gentleman has time enouo b 
to ſpare, he may ſhew if he thinks fit, why ei- 
ther, or both of theſe Conjectures may not be 
admitted as probable. 

He is pleaſed to alledge in ſupport of his 
Argument, that he firſt Writer of the Life of 
an Hero, to be ſure, makes mention of al! the grand 
Occurrences of it, and leaves no room for Biogra- 
phers afterwards, but to enlarge and paraphraſe 
upon what he has written, with ſome other Circum- 
ſtances and Additions of leſs moment. In which 
account the Gentleman ſeems to have had in 
view ſome learned Hiſtorian, antient or modern, 
(who undertakes to treat of things with great 
Order and Exactneſs) and to have forgotten that 
the Queſtion concerns ſuch plain, artleſs Men as 
Matthew, Mark, and Luke. - But the uſe that 
he makes of this Obſervation is not to be en- 
dured. Fa third or fourth Biographer after bim 
ſhall preſume to add a more illuſtrious Tranſaction 
of the Hero's Life, it will be rejected as Fable or 
Romance, THOUGH FOR NO. OTHER REASON 
THAN THIS, that the firſk Writer muſt have 
been apprized of it, and would have inſerted its 
Story, if there had been any Truth in it. I deny 
it, Sir. No body judges in this manner, except 
it be in certain Caſes, which at preſent we have 
nothing to do with. If the firſt Writer be ſup- 
poſed to report things which happened in his 


„ 7. 


own. 
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own Times, and the ſecond. to have lived at 
ſome conſiderable Diſtance from him, the Rule 
will hold. Becauſe in that Caſe, the firſt Writer 
had certainly the beſt Opportunity of coming 
at the Truth, and the Fact omitted by him, and 
reported by the ſecond, may reaſonably enough 
be preſumed to have been taken upon ſlender 
Authority. It will likewiſe hold between two 
contemporary Hiſtorians, provided there be any 
concurrent Proofs which juſtly render the ſe- 
cond Writer ſuſpicious. But do but ſuppoſe 
the Caſe to happen between two Writers, re- 
cording Matters in which they themſelves were 
both perſonally concerned, and that thoſe Wri- 
ters have given both of them equal and ſufh- 
cient Evidence of their Honeſty and Integrity, 
and there is no one of common Senſe who will 
not impute ſuch an Omiſſion to want of Exact- 
neſs in the firſt Writer, or to any other Cauſe, 
rather than charge the ſecond with Forgery. 
One thing ſhould be taken notice of before! 
diſmiſs this Subject, which 1s, that the ſuppoſing 
this Story to be a Forgery of St. Jobn's, ſeems 
not to be conſiſtent with that Account of it 
which this Writer elſewhere principally inſiſts 
upon; namely, that it was a Cheat contrived 
between Jeſus and Lazarus, in which Jeſus was 
publickly detected, and for which he was ar- 
raigned and condemned by the Fews. A Forgery 
is properly a Story of a Man's own Invention, 
which has no Foundation in Fact. A Cheat s 
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a real Tranſaction, deceiving you only in ſome 
particular Circumſtance. But this is not worth 
inſiſting upon: For whether it were a Cheat, or 
whether it were a Forgery, it will equally affect 
the Credit of Jeſus and his Doctrine; but our 
great Comfort is, that it could be neither, and 
that for this plain reaſon, that if St. John had 
either invented a Story which had never been 
heard of before, or endeavoured to revive an 
old Cheat publickly detected and expoſed, to 
make it paſs upon the World as a real Mira- 
de, no body would have believed him. It is in 
rain to ſay, that St. John wrote this Story * af- 
ter the Jewiſh State was diſſolved, their Judicial 
Records deſtroyed, and every body dead that fhould 
wnfute him. For if this Story was pure Inven- 
tion, it would have confuted itſelf; becauſe if 
ſuch a thing was really tranſacted, the Memory 
of it muſt have been preſerved; and ſo muſt the 
Memory of ſo remarkable a Cheat fo publick- 
ly detected. St. John wrote his Goſpel not above 
ty Years after the thing happened, nor much 
above twenty Years after the Deſtruction of Je- 
nſalem; at which time there was probably a 
great number of Witneſſes every where alive 
and eſpecially in and about Jeruſalem) who could 
remember the whole Affair, and would have 


en able effectually to have blaſted the Credit 


of the Story, and of the Author both. 
* P. 53- 
What 
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What has been ſaid is ſufficient, I think, to 
anſwer this Writer's Cavils, and therefore I take 
leave of Mr. Woolſton. But for the Reader's Sa- 
tisfaction ſhall add one general Obſervation upon 
St. John's Goſpel, which will help to ſet this 
matter in a very clear Light. It was a Tradi- 
tion in the antient Church, that St. John wrote 
his Hiſtory at the requeſt of the Aſian Biſhops, 
to ſupply the Defects of the former Evangeliſts. 
The Authoritys upon which this Account ſtands 
may be found in moſt of the Commentators, 
and therefore it is not neceſſary to repeat them 
here. But the Hiſtory itſelf greatly favours this 
Notion, which whoever will take the pains to 
compare with thoſe of Matthew, Mark, and 
L1ke, he will find that it conſiſts almoſt entirely 
of ſuch Occurrences as are no where to be found 
in any of thoſe Evangeliſts. Not to mention 
many other Particulars of this ſort z the Mira- 
cles of our Saviour, recorded by St. John, ante- 
cedent to his Reſurrection, are in all but eight; 
viz, 1. His turning Water into Wine at the 
Marriage in Cana of Gallilee, 2. His telling the 
Samaritan Woman the Secrets of her Life. 3. His 
healing the Nobleman's Son at Capernaum. 4. His 
curing the lame Man at the Pool of Betheſda. 
5. His feeding five thouſand Men with five Barly 
Loaves and two Fiſhes. 6. His walking upon the Yi 
Water, and calming a Storm at Sea. 7. Hi 
giving Sigh: to a Man born blind, by anointing 
his Eyes with Clay, and ſending him to waſh i 
| Siloam, 


LL 65] 


» Siam. 8. His raiſing Lazarus from the dead. 
All which Miracles are omitted by the former 
Evangeliſts, except the fifth and the ſixth ; and 
on If theſe: two St. John ſeems to have recorded chiefly 
CS to introduce a moral Diſcourſe which our Savi- 
di- our took occaſion to make to the People, where- 
"ole of the former Evangeliſts had taken no notice. 
OPS, And therefore the Silence of the former Evan- 
lis. I geliſts is not a ſtronger Objection againſt the 
nds Hiſtory of Lazarus, than it is againſt many other 
Facts recorded by St. John, or, to ſpeak more 
properly, than it 1s againſt his whole Goſpel. 
But how it ſhould be an Objection againſt St. 
Jobn, either in the whole, or in part, it is im- 
poſſible to underſtand. For when a Writer pro- 
ſeſſedly undertakes to ſupply the Defects of for- 
mer Hiſtorians, does not the Undertaking itſelf 
imply, that he is to mention many things by 
them omitted? How elſe are theſe Defects ſup- 
plied? Or how can ſuch Defects at any time 
be ſupplied, if the very Attempt to ſupply them 
8 to be look'd upon as a ſufficient Reaſon, why 
the later Hiſtorian ſhall be charged with For- 
gery? You may think it perhaps a Diſparage- 
ment to the three former Evangeliſts, that their 
liſtorys of the Life and Actions of our Saviour, 
hould have any ſuch Imperfection as to make 
t worth St. John's while to write a new one by 
way of Supplement. But the primitive Chri- 
ſtians were of another mind; and it is well 
yorth obſerving what Euſebius ſays upon this 

K very 
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very Caſe, which is te this effect ; viz. That the 
Apoſtles of Chriſt, though under the Power and 
Direction of the Spirit of God, were not Ma- 
ſters in all the Nicetys af Language, nor in. 
ſtructed in all the Arts neceffary to form com 
plete Hiſtorians . Their Writings at this day 
ſhew as mych : For not one of them have given 
us an exact Hiſtory. of Chriſt, ' All of them 
have omitted many things which the- others, 
one or more of them, have recorded. Andeven 
St, Jobn himſelf confeſſes, that his own Goſpel, 
though it ſupplied the Defects of the former 
Evangeliſts in many. reſpects, left the Hiſtory 
of Jeſus ſtill unfiniſhed, For thus he concludes; 
And many other Signs truly did Jeſus in the 
preſence of his Diſciples, which are not written'in 
this Book. Joh. xx. 30. The reaſon of all which 
is to be reſolved, as in all likes Caſes, into che 
Judgment and - Diſcretion of [theſe feveral Hi- 
ſtorians, who out of that infinite variety of Mi 
racles wrought by our Saviour, chaſe each' of 
them ſuch as ſeemed to them to be. moſt ma- 
terial; and if upon the whole, the. good Pro- 
vidence of God hath ſo ordered it, that the 
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is enough recorded to lay the Foundation for 
a reaſonable Faith, we ought to be contented, 
and ſhould not be fo abſurd as to throw away 
what we have, becauſe it is not All.; nor buſy 

ourſelves in enquiring minutely why this Mi- 
racle was recorded rather than another, when 
chere ĩs not ſo much as one of them that is not 
wonderful even beyond compariſon. To go on 
with St. John. 

From what has been ſaid it appears, that 
the Aſian Churches were, before the Writing 
of his Goſpel, well aſſured of the Truth of 


many remarkable Facts relating to the Hiſtory ' 


of Chriſt, which were omitted by the otk 
Evangeliſts, otherwiſe they could have had no 
pretence to apply to St. Fobn to ſupply the De- 
fects of thoſe other Evangeliſts. It appears far- 
ther, that the Goſpel of St. John is an authen- 
tick Account of ſuch Facts: For had St. Jobn 
given a Hiſtory of any other Facts than what 
were well known to the Church before he wrote 
them, the Queſtion would have been obvious: 
How came it to paſs that theſe things were 
never heard of till now ? which would have 
been an Objection againft his Hiſtory never 
to have been gotten over. But if you ſup- 
poſe that what himſelf was an Eye: witneſs of, 
and had been conſtantly received in the Church 
of God, as well upon his Teſtimony, as the 
Teſtimony of others; that, and that only he 
inſerted in his Goſpel, as thinking it too ma- 
terial 


which this Goſpel obtained from * beginning 


others have publiſhed i in other Books, are het 
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terial to be left any longer merely to the Sg 
veyance of Tradition: as this implies nog 
Deficiency i in the former Evangeliſts than what 
is conſiſtent with ſound Senſe, conſidering tha 
Quality and Condition of thoſe Writers a {pl 
will alone account for that univerſal. Eſteea 
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